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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having  general 
applicability  and  l^al  effect,  most  of  which 
are  keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under 
50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by 
the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of 
new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  week. 


OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

5  CFR  Part  532 

RIN  3206-AF58 

Prevailing  Rate  Systems;  Definition  of 
Oscoda- Alpena,  Ml,  Wage  Area  to 
Northwestern  Michigan  Wage  Area 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Personnel 
Management. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  (OPM)  is  issuing  a  final 
rule  to  abolish  the  Oscoda-Alpena, 
Michigan,  Federal  Wage  System  wage 
area  for  pay-setting  purposes.  The  host 
activity  for  the  Oscoda-Alpena  wage 
area  survey,  Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base, 
closed  at  the  end  of  June  1993.  No  other 
activity  in  the  Oscoda-Alpena  wage  area 
had  the  capability  to  conduct  the  local 
wage  survey  scheduled  to  begin  in  the 
wage  area  in  August  1993.  This 
regulation  redefines  all  counties 
presently  included  in  the  Oscoda- 
Alpena,  Michigan,  wage  area  to  the  area 
of  application  of  the  Northwestern 
Michigan  wage  area. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE;  June  27,  1994. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mark  Allen,  (202)  606-2848. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
December  7, 1993,  OPM  published  an 
interim  rule  (58  FR  64365)  to  abojish  the 
Oscoda-Alpena,  Michigan,  wage  area  for 
pay-setting  purposes  and  reassign  its 
constituent  counties  to  the 
Nortliwestem  Michigan  wage  area  as 
areas  of  application.  The  interim  rule 
provided  a  30-day  period  for  public 
comment.  OPM  received  no  comments 
during  the  comment  period.  Therefore, 
the  interim  rule  is  being  adopted  as  a 
final  rule. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
I  certify  that  these  regulations  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on 


a  substantial  number  of  small  entities 
because  they  affect  only  Federal 
agencies  and  employees. 

List  of  Subjects  in  5  CFR  Part  532 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Freedom  of  information. 
Government  employees.  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements.  Wages. 

Accordingly,  imder  the  authority  of  5 
U.S.C  5343,  Ae  interim  rule  amending 
5  CFR  part  532  published  on  December 
7, 1993  (58  FR  64365),  is  adopted  as 
final  without  any  changes. 

U.S.  Office  of  Personnel  Management. 
Lorraine  A.  Green, 

Depu  ty  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12812  Filed  5-25-94;  8.45  ami 
BILLING  cooe  632S-01-M 


5  CFR  Part  532 

RIN  3206-AF73 

Prevailing  Rate  Systems;  Definition  of 
Santa  Clara,  CA,  NAF  Wage  Area  to 
Alameda-Contra  Costa,  CA,  NAF  Wage 
Area 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Personnel 
Management. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  (OPM)  is  issuing  a  final 
rule  to  abolish  the  Santa  Clara, 
California,  Nonappropriated  Fund 
(NAF)  Federal  Wage  System  wage  area 
for  paysetting  purposes.  The  Santa  Clara 
NAF  wage  area  is  composed  of  Santa 
Clara  County  (survey  area)  and  San 
Mateo  County  (area  of  application).  The 
host  activity  for  the  Santa  Clara  NAF 
wage  area  survey,  Naval  Air  Station 
Moffett  Field,  will  close  on  July  1, 1994, 
and  did  not  have  the  capability  to  carry 
out  the  local  wage  survey  scheduled  to 
begin  in  the  Santa  Clara  NAF  wage  area 
in  September  1993.  No  other  installation 
in  the  Santa  Clara  NAF  wage  area  had 
the  capability  to  conduct  a  wage  sur\’ey. 
This  regulation  redefines  Santa  Clara 
and  San  Mateo  Counties  to  the  area  of 
application  of  the  Alameda-Contra 
Costa,  California,  NAF  wage  area. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  27,  1994. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mark  Allen,  (202)  60&-2848. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
December  29, 1993,  OPM  published  an 
interim  rule  (58  FR  68715)  to  abolish  the 
Santa  Clara,  California,  NAF  wage  area 


for  pay-setting  purposes  and  redefine  its 
constituent  counties  to  the  Alameda- 
Contra  Costa,  California,  NAF  wage  area 
as  areas  of  application.  The  interim  rule 
provided  a  30-day  period  for  public 
comment.  OPM  received  no  comments 
during  the  comment  period.  Therefore, 
the  interim  rule  is  adopted  as  a  final 
rule. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

1  certify  that  these  regulations  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on 
a  substantial  number  of  small  entities 
because  they  affect  only  Federal 
agencies  and  employees. 

List  of  Subjects  in  5  CFR  Part  532 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Freedom  of  information. 
Government  employees.  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements.  Wages. 

Accordingly,  under  the  authority  of  5 
U.S.C.  5343,  die  interim  rule  amending 
5  CFR  part  532  published  on  December 
29,  1993  (58  FR  68715),  is  adopted  as 
final  writhout  any  changes. 

U.S.  Office  of  Personnel  Management. 
Lorraine  A.  Green. 

Deputy  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12813  Filed  5-25-94;  8  45  am) 
BILLING  COOE  632S-0>-M 


5  CFR  Part  831 

RIN  3206-AF79 

Civil  Service  Retirement  System; 
Reemployment  of  Annuitants 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Personnel 
M^agement. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  (OPM)  is  issuing  final 
regulations  concerning  the 
reemployment  of  disability  annuitants. 
These  regulations  merely  eliminate 
duplicative  regulatory  language  and  are 
intended  to  clarify  existing  regulations. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  22, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mary  Ellen  Wilson,  (202)  606-0299. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
September  15, 1993,  OPM  published  a 
final  rule  in  the  Federal  Register,  (58  FR 
48265),  that,  among  other  things,  added 
subpart  D  of  part  837  of  title  5,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  concerning 
reemployment  of  disability  annuitants. 
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This  change  was  effective  October  15, 
1993. 

On  September  22,  1993,  OPM 
publish^  a  final  rule  in  the  Federal 
Register,  (58  FR  49177),  effective 
October  22, 1993,  that  contained 
§831.1211  entitled  “ReemployTnent  of 
disability  annuitants."  The  September 
22  publication  contained  many,  but  not 
all,  of  the  instructions  contained  in  the 
new  subpart  D  of  part  837. 

The  publication  of  two  sets  of 
substantially  identical  rules  on  the 
reemployment  of  disability  annuitants 
was  inadvertent.  Retaining  these  rules 
in  tw’o  different  parts  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  could  cause 
confusion,  especially  if  a  reader  were  to 
review  §831  1211  alone,  and 
erroneously  conclude  that  he  or  she  had 
reviewed  the  entirety  of  the  rules 
governing  reemployment  of  disability 
annuitants.  Also,  the  existence  of 
§  831  1211  is  inconsistent  with  the 
Office  of  Personnel  Management’s  stated 
intent  to  incorporate  all  retirement 
program  rules  affecting  reemployed 
annuitants  in  part  837.  Consequently, 
OPM  has  decided  to  delete  §831.1211. 

Under  sections  553(b)(3)(B)  and 
553(d)(3)  of  title  5,  Unit^  States  Code, 

I  find  that  good  cause  exists  for  waiving 
the  general  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  and  for  making  these 
amendments  effective  October  22,  the 
same  effective  date  as  the  regulations 
published  on  September  22, 1993. 
Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is 
unnecessary  because  this  final  rule  only 
corrects  nonsubstantive  errors  in  the 
recently  published  regulations.  This 
date  is  appropriate  for  the  same  reason. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

I  certify  that  this  regulation  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on 
a  substantial  number  of  small  entities 
because  the  regulation  only  makes 
nonsubstcmtive,  technical  corrections  in 
regulations  which  only  affect  the 
employment  of  disability  annuitants. 

List  of  Subjects  in  5  CFR  Part  831 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure,  Alimony,  Claims.  Disability 
benefits.  Firefighters,  Government 
employees.  Income  taxes. 
Intergovernmental  relations.  Law 
enforcement  officers.  Pensions. 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements.  Retirement. 

Office  of  Personnel  Management 
Lorraine  A.  Green, 

Deputy  Director. 

Accordingly,  OPM  is  amending  5  CFR  part 
631  as  follows; 


PART  831— RETIREMENT 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  831 
continues  to  read  in  part  as  follows: 

Authority;  5  U.S.C.  8347  *  •  * 

Subpart  L — Disability  Retirement 

§§831.1211,631.1212,831.1213 

(Amended] 

2.  Section  831.1211  is  removed, 
§831.1212  is  redesignated  as 
§831.1211,  and  §831.1213  is 
redesignated  as  §831.1212. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12814  Filed  5-25-94;  8  45  am) 
B4UJNQ  COO€  632S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

7  CFR  Part  29 

(TB-94-01] 

Tobacco  Inspection;  Growers’ 
Referendum  Results 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 
USDA. 

ACTtON:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  contains  the 
determination  with  respect  to  the 
referendum  on  the  merger  of  Windsor, 
Williamston,  and  Robersonville.  North 
Carolina,  to  become  the  consolidated 
market  of  Windsor-Williamston- 
Robersonville.  A  mail  referendum  was 
conducted  during  the  period  of  April  4- 
8, 1994,  among  tobacco  growers  who 
sold  tobacco  on  these  markets  in  1993 
to  determine  producer  approval/ 
disapproval  of  the  designation  of  these 
three  markets  as  one  consolidated 
market.  Growers  approved  the  merger. 
Therefore,  for  the  1994  and  succeeding 
flue-cured  marketing  seasons,  the 
Windsor.  Williamston,  and 
Robersonvile.  North  Carolina,  tobacco 
markets  shall  be  designated  as  and 
called  Windsor-Williamston- 
Robersonville.  The  regulations  are 
amended  to  reflect  this  new  designated 
market. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  27,  1994. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Director,  Tobacco  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture.  P.O.  Box 
96456,  Washington.  DC  20090-6456; 
telephone  numMr  (202)  205-0567. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A  notice 
was  published  in  the  March  25. 1994, 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (59  FR 
4124)  announcing  that  a  referendum 
would  be  conducted  among  active  flue- 
cured  producers  who  sold  tobacco  on 
either  Windsor,  Williamston.  or 


Robersonville,  during  the  1993  season  to 
ascertain  if  such  producers  favored  the 
consolidation. 

The  notice  of  referendum  announced 
the  determination  by  the  Secretary  that 
the  consolidated  market  of  Windsor- 
Williamston-Robersonvile,  North 
Carolina,  would  be  designated  as  a  flue- 
cured  tobacco  auction  market  and 
receive  mandatory.  Federal  grading  of 
tobacco  sold  at  auction  for  the  1994  and 
succeeding  seasons,  subject  to  the 
results  of  the  referendum.  The 
determination  w'as  based  on  the 
evidence  and  arguments  presented  at  a 
public  hearing  held  in  Williamston, 
North  Carolina,  on  November  19, 1993, 
pursuant  to  applicable  provisions  of  the 
regulations  issued  under  the  Tobacco 
Inspection  Act.  as  amended.  The 
referendum  was  held  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Tobacco 
Inspection  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 

5 lid)  and  the  regulations  set  forth  in  7 
CFR  29.74. 

Ballots  for  the  April  4-8  referendum 
were  mailed  to  1,054  producers. 
Approval  required  votes  in  favor  of  the 
proposal  by  two-thirds  of  the  eligible 
voters  who  cast  valid  ballots.  The 
department  received  a  total  of  365 
responses;  274  eligible  producers  voted 
in  favor  of  the  consolidation;  72  eligible 
producers  voted  against  the 
consolidation;  and  19  ballots  were 
detemiined  to  be  invalid. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  is 
issuing  this  rule  in  conformance  with 
Executive  Order  12866. 

This  final  rule  has  been  reviewed 
under  Executive  Order  12788,  Civil 
Justice  Reform.  This  action  is  not 
intended  to  have  retroactive  effect.  This 
final  rule  will  not  preempt  any  State  or 
local  laws,  regulations,  or  policies, 
unless  they  present  an  irreconcilable 
conflict  with  this  rule.  There  are  no 
administrative  procedures  which  must 
be  exhausted  prior  to  any  judicial 
challenge  to  the  provisions  of  this  rule. 

Additionally,  in  conformance  with 
the  provisions  of  Pub.  L.  96-354.  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  full 
consideration  has  been  given  to  the 
potential  economic  Impact  upon  small 
business.  Most  tobacco  producers  and 
many  tobacco  warehouses  are  small 
businesses  as  defined  in  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  It  has  been  determined 
that  this  action  will  not  have  a 
significant  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities,  and  will  not 
substantially  affect  the  normal 
movement  of  the  commodity  in  the 
marketplace. 

List  of  Subjects  in  7  CFR  Part  29 

Administrative  Practices  and 
Procedures.  Advisory  Committees, 
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Government  Publications,  Imports, 
Pesticides  and  Pests.  Reporting  and 
Recordkeeping  Procedures,  Tobacco. 
For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  7  CFR  part  29.  subpart  D,  is 
amended  as  follows: 

Subpart  D— Order  of  Designation  of 
Tobacco  Markets 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  7  CFR 
part  29,  subpart  D,  continues  to  read  as 
follows: 

Authority:  Sec.  5. 49  Stat  732,  as  amended 
by  sec.  157(a)  (1),  95  Stet  374  (7  U.S.C 

511d). 

$  2941001  Table  Amended. 

2.  In  §  29.0001,  the  table  Is  amended 
by  adding  a  new  entry  (ggg)  to  read  as 
follows: 

Territory 

Types  of  tobacco  Auction  markets 

de°4SiSJn  Citation 

•  •  •  •  • 

looal  North  Carolina  .  .  ...  Flue-cured  .  Windsnr-WaiiAfTKton- 

#  e 

June  27, 1994. 

RobersonviNe. 

Dated:  May  20, 1994. 

Lon  Hatamiya, 

Administrator. 

[Fit  Doc.  94-12887  Piled  5-25-94:  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  3410-42-P 


Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

7  CFR  Part  723 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
7  CFR  Part  1464 

RIN  0560-AD23  and  056O-AD28 

1994  Marketing  Quotas  and  Price 
Support  Leveis  for  Flre^ured  (Type 
21),  Fir^Cured  (Types  22-23),  Da^ 
Air-Cured  (Types  35-36),  Virginia  Sun- 
Cured  (Type  37),  Cigar-Filler  and 
Binder  (Types  42-44  and  53-65),  and 
Cigar-Filler  (Type  46)  Tobaccos 

AGENCIES:  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service  and  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  purpose  of  this  final  rule 
is  to  codify  the  national  marketing 
quotas  and  price  support  levels  for  the 
1 994  crops  for  several  kinds  of  tobacco 
announced  by  press  release  on  March  1, 
1994. 

In  accordance  with  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1930  (the  1930  Act), 
as  amended,  the  Secretary  determined 
the  1994  marketing  quotas  to  be  as 
follows:  Fire-cured  (type  21),  2.150 
million  pounds;  fire-cured  (types  22- 
23),  40.4  million  pounds;  dark  air-cured 
(types  35-36),  10.6  million  pounds; 
Virginia  sun-cured  (type  37),  131,000 
pounds;  dgar-filler  and  binder  (types 
42—44  and  53-55),  9.3  million  pounds; 
and  cigar-filler  (type  46),  zero  pounds. 

This  rule  is  necessary  to  adjust  the 
production  levels  of  these  kinds  of 
(obacco  to  more  fully  reflect  supply  and 
demand  conditions. 


In  accordance  with  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1949  (the  1949  Act),  as  amended, 
the  Secretary  determined  the  1994 
levels  of  support  to  be  as  follows  (in 
cents  per  pound):  Fire-cured  (t3q)e  21), 
140.7;  fire-cured  (types  22-23),  140.3; 
dark  air-cxued  (types  35-36),  127.3; 
Virginia  sim-cur^  (type  37),  124.5; 
cigar-filler  and  binder  (types  42-44  and 
53—55),  100.4;  and  cigar-filler  (type  46), 
04.4. 

This  is  required  by  section  106  of  the 
1949  Act. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  1, 1994. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT*. 
Robert  L  Tarczy,  Agricultural 
Economist,  Tobacco  and  Peanuts 
Analysis  Division,  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service 
(ASCS),  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture  (USDA),  room  3736,  South 
Building,  P.O.  Box  2415,  Washington, 

DC  20013-2415,  202-720-0039. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Executive  Order  12866 

This  rule  has  been  determined  to  be 
not  significant  for  purpKises  of  Executive 
Order  12066  and  therefore  has  not  been 
reviewed  by  OMB. 

Executive  Order  12778 

The  final  rule  has  been  reviewed  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  12776, 
Civil  Justice  Reform.  The  provisions  of 
this  rule  do  not  preempt  State  laws,  are 
not  retroactive,  and  do  not  involve 
administrative  appeals. 

Federal  Assistance  Program 

The  title  and  number  of  the  Federal 
Assistance  Program,  as  foimd  in  the 
Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance, 
to  which  this  rule  applies  are: 
Commodity  Loans  and  Purchases — 
10.051. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

It  has  been  determined  that  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  is  not 
applicable  to  this  final  rule  since  neither 


ASCS  nor  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  is  required  by  5  U.S.C  553 
or  any  provision  of  law  to  publish  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaldng  with 
respect  to  the  subject  matter  of  this  rule. 

Executive  Order  12372 

This  activity  is  not  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  Executive  Order  12372 
which  requires  intergovernmental 
consultation  with  State  and  local 
officials.  See  the  Notice  related  to  7  CFR 
part  3015,  subpart  V,  published  at  40  FR 
29115  (June  24. 1903). 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

The  amendments  to  7  CFR  part  723 
set  forth  in  this  final  rule  do  not  contain 
any  new  or  revised  information 
collection  requirements  that  require 
clearance  through  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  under  the 
provisions  of  44  U.S.C.  35. 

Statutory  Background 

This  final  rule  is  issued  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  1930  Act  and  the 
1949  Act. 

On  March  1, 1994,  the  Secretary 
determined  and  announced  the  national 
marketing  quotas  and  price  suppK>rt 
levels  for  the  1994  crops  of  fire-cured 
(type  21),  fire-cured  (types  22-23),  dark 
air-cured  (types  35-36),  Virginia  sun- 
(mred  (type  37),  cigar-filler  and  binder 
(types  42-44  and  53-55),  and  cigar-filler 
(type  46)  tobaccos.  A  number  of  related 
determinations  were  made  at  the  same 
time,  which  this  final  rule  affirms.  On 
the  same  date,  the  Secretary  also 
announced  that  referenda  would  be 
conducted  by  mail  with  respect  to  fire- 
cured  (types  21-23)  and  dark  air-cured 
(types  35-36)  tobaccos. 

During  March  20-31, 1994,  eligible 
fire-cured  (types  21-23)  and  dark  air- 
cured  (types  35-36)  tobacco  producers 
voted  in  separate  referenda  to  determine 
whether  such  producers  disapprove 
marketing  quotas  for  the  1994, 1995, 
and  1996  marketing  years  (MYs)  for 
these  tobaccos.  Of  &e  producers  voting. 
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89.8  percent  favored  marketing  quotas 
for  fire-cured  tobacco  and  90.0  percent 
favored  marketing  quotas  for  dark  air- 
cured  tobacco.  Accordingly,  quotas  and 
price  supports  for  both  kinds  are  in 
effect  for  the  1994  MY. 

In  accordance  with  section  312(a)  of 
the  1938  Act,  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  is  required  to  proclaim  not 
later  than  March  1  of  any  MY  with 
respect  to  any  kind  of  tobacco,  other 
than  hurley  and  flue-cured  tobacco,  a 
national  marketing  quota  for  any  such 
kind  of  tobacco  for  each  of  the  next 
three  MYs  if  such  MY  is  the  last  year  of 
three  consecutive  years  for  which 
marketing  quotas  previously  proclaimed 
will  be  in  effect.  With  respect  to  both 
fire-cured  (type  21-23)  and  dark  air- 
cured  (types  35-36)  tobaccos,  the  1993 
MY  is  the  last  year  of  three  such 
consecutive  years.  Accordingly, 
marketing  quotas  for  fire-cured  (types 
21-23)  and  dark  air-cured  (types  35-36) 
tobaccos  have  been  proclaimed  for  each 
of  the  three  MYs  beginning  October  1, 
1994;  October  1, 1995;  and  October  1, 
1996. 

Sections  312  and  313  of  the  1938  Act 
also  provide  that  the  Secretary  shall 
announce  not  later  than  March  1  of  any 
MY  the  reserve  supply  level  and  the 
total  supply  of  fire-cured  (type  21),  fire- 
cured  (types  22-23),  dark  air-cured 
(types  35-36),  Virginia  sun-cured  (type 
37),  cigar-filler  and  binder  (types  42-44 
and  53-55),  and  cigar-filler  (type  46) 
tobaccos  for  the  MY  beginning  October 
1, 1993,  and  the  amounts  of  the  national 
marketing  quotas,  national  acreage 
allotments,  national  acreage  factors  for 
apportioning  the  national  acreage 
allotments  (less  reserves)  to  old  farms, 
and  the  amounts  of  the  national  reserves 
and  parts  thereof  available  for  (1)  new 
farms  and  (2)  making  corrections  and 
adjusting  inequities  in  old  farm 
allotments  for  fire-cured  (type  21),  fire- 
cured  (types  22-23),  dark  air-cured 
(types  35-36),  Virginia  sun-cured  (type 
37),  cigar-filler  and  binder  (types  42-44 
and  53-55),  and  cigar-filler  (type  46) 
tobacco  for  the  MY  beginning  October 
1994. 

Price  support  is  required  to  be  made 
available  for  each  crop  of  a  kind  of 
tobacco  for  which  marketing  quotas  are 
in  effect  or  for  which  marketing  quotas 
have  not  been  disapproved  by 
producers.  With  respect  to  the  1994 
crop  of  the  six  kinds  of  tobacco  which 
are  the  subject  of  this  rule,  the 
respective  maximum  level  of  support  is 
determined  in  accordance  with  section 
106  of  the  1949  Act. 

The  announcement  of  the  price 
support  levels  for  the  1994  crops  of  the 
six  kinds  of  tobacco  must  be  made 


insofar  as  practicable  before  the 
begiiming  of  the  planting  season. 

Marketing  Quotas 

Section  312(b)  of  the  1938  Act 
provides,  in  part,  that  the  amount  of  the 
national  marketing  quota  for  a  kind  of 
tobacco  is  the  total  quantity  of  that  kind 
of  tobacco  which  may  be  marketed  that 
will  make  available  during  such  MY  a 
supply  of  such  tobacco  equal  to  the 
reserve  supply  level. 

Section  313(g)  of  the  1938  Act 
provides  that  the  Secretary  may  convert 
the  national  marketing  quota  into  a 
national  acreage  allotment  for 
apportionment  to  individual  farms. 

Since  producers  of  these  kinds  of 
tobacco  generally  produce  less  than 
their  respective  national  acreage 
allotments  would  allow,  it  has  been 
determined  that  a  larger  quota  would  be 
necessary  to  make  available  production 
equal  to  the  reserve  supply  level.  The 
amount  of  the  national  marketing  quota 
so  announced  may,  not  later  than  the 
following  March  1,  be  increased  by  not 
more  than  20  percent  if  the  Secretary 
determines  that  such  increase  is 
necessary  in  order  to  meet  market 
demands  or  to  avoid  undue  restriction 
of  marketings  in  adjusting  the  total 
supply  to  the  reserve  supply  level. 

Section  301(b)(14)(B)  of  the  1938  Act 
defines  “reserve  supply  level”  as  the 
normal  supply,  plus  5  percent  thereof, 
to  ensure  a  supply  adequate  to  meet 
domestic  consumption  and  export  needs 
in  years  of  drought,  flood,  or  other 
adverse  conditions,  as  well  as  in  years 
of  plenty.  The  “normal  supply”  is 
defined  in  section  301(b)(10)(B)  of  the 
1938  Act  as  a  normal  year's  domestic 
consumption  and  exports,  plus  175 
percent  of  a  normal  year’s  domestic  use 
and  65  percent  of  a  normal  year’s 
exports  as  an  allowance  for  a  normal 
year’s  carryover.  A  “normal”  year’s 
domestic  consumption  is  defined  in 
section  301(b)(ll)(B)  of  the  Act  as  the 
average  quantity  produced  and 
consumed  in  the  United  States  during 
the  10  MYs  immediately  pre«teding  the 
MY  in  which  such  consumptib-i  is 
determined,  adjusted  for  current  trends 
in  such  consumption. 

A  normal  year’s  exports  is  defined  in 
section  301(b)(12)  of  the  1938  Act  as  the 
average  quantity  produced  in  and 
exported  fi-om  the  United  States  during 
the  10  MYs  immediately  preceding  the 
MY  in  which  such  exports  are 
determined,  adjusted  for  current  trends 
in  such  exports. 

In  accordance  with  section  313(g)  of 
the  1938  Act,  the  Secretary  is  authorized 
to  establish  a  national  reserve  fi'om  the 
national  acreage  allotment  in  an  amount 
equivalent  to  not  more  than  1  percent  of 


the  national  acreage  allotment  for  the 
purpose  of  making  corrections  in  farm 
acreage  allotments,  adjusting  for 
inequities,  and  for  establishing 
allotments  for  new  farms.  The  Secretary 
has  determined  that  the  national 
reserve,  noted  herein,  for  the  1994  crop 
of  each  of  these  kinds  of  tobacco  is 
adequate  for  these  purposes. 

On  December  21,  1993,  a  proposed 
rule  was  published  (58  FR  67376)  in 
which  interested  persons  were 
requested  to  comment  with  respect  to 
these  issues. 

Discussion  of  Comments 

Thirty-one  written  responses  were 
received  during  the  comment  period 
which  ended  February  4, 1994.  Some 
respondents  discussed  more  than  one 
kind  of  tobacco.  A  summary  of  these 
comments  by  kind  of  tobacco  follows: 

(1)  Fire-cured  (type  21)  tobacco.  Eight 
comments  were  received.  Four 
comments  recommended  that  quotas  be 
increased  by  5  percent.  Two  others 
recommended  that  the  marketing  quotas 
be  increased  by  10  percent  from  the 
1993  MY  while  two  more  requested  an 
unspecified  increase. 

(2)  Fire-cured  (types  22-23)  tobacco. 
Four  comments  were  received,  all 
recommending  a  five  percent  increase 
from  the  1993  marketing  quota. 

(3)  Dark  air-cured  (types  35-36) 
tobacco.  Five  comments  were  received. 
Recommendations  ranged  from  a  5- 
percent  decrease  to  a  10-percent 
decrease  in  the  quota. 

(4)  Virginia  sun-cured  (type  37) 
tobacco.  Eight  comments  were  received. 
Recommendations  ranged  from  a  5- 
percent  to  a  20-percent  increase  in 
quota. 

(5)  Cigar-filler  and  binder  (types  42- 
44  and  53-55)  tobacco.  Six  comments 
were  received.  These  comments  ranged 
from  no  change  in  quota  to  a  35-percent 
decrease  in  quota. 

(6)  Cigar-filler  (type  46)  tobacco.  No 
comments  were  received. 

Based  upon  a  review  of  these 
comments  and  the  latest  available 
statistics  of  the  Federal  Government, 
which  appear  to  be  the  most  reliable 
data  available,  the  following 
determinations  have  been  made. 

(1)  Fire-Cured  (Type  21 )  Tobacco 

The  yearly  average  quantity  of  fire- 
cured  (type  21)  tobacco  produced  in  the 
United  States  which  is  estimated  to 
have  been  consumed  in  the  United 
States  during  the  10  MYs  preceding  the 
1993-94  MY  is  approximately  1.5 
million  pounds.  The  average  annual 
quantity  of  fire-cured  (type  21)  tobacco 
produced  in  the  United  States  and 
exported  from  the  United  States  during 
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the  10  MYs  preceding  the  1993-94  MY 
was  2.7  million  pounds  (farm  sales 
weight  basis).  Both  domestic  use  and 
exports  have  trended  sharply 
downward.  For  that  reason,  a  normal 
year’s  domestic  consumption  has  been 
determined  to  be  0.5  million  pounds 
and  a  normal  year’s  exports  have  been 
determined  to  be  2.1  million  pounds. 
Application  of  the  formula  prescribed 
by  section  301(b)(14)(B)  of  the  1938  Act 
results  in  a  reserve  supply  level  of  5.61 
million  pounds. 

Manufacturers  and  dealers  reported 
stocks  of  fire-cured  (type  21)  tobacco 
held  on  October  1, 1993,  of  4.4  milUon 
pounds.  The  1993  fire-cured  (type  21) 
tobacco  crop  is  estimated  to  be  1.9 
million  poimds.  Therefore,  the  total 
supply  of  fire-cured  (type  21)  tobacco 
for  the  1993  MY  is  6.3  million  pounds. 
During  the  1993  MY,  it  is  estimated  that 
disappearance  will  total  approximately 
2.5  million  pounds.  By  deducting  this 
disappearance  from  the  total  supply,  a 
carryover  of  3.8  million  pounds  at  the 
beginning  of  the  1994  MY  is  obtained. 

Tlie  difference  between  the  reserve 
supply  level  and  the  estimated 
carryover  on  October  1, 1994,  is  1.81 
million  pounds.  This  represents  the 
quantity  of  fire-cured  (type  21)  tobacco 
which  may  be  marketed  that  will  make 
available  during  such  MY  a  supply 
equal  to  the  reserve  supply  level.  Less 
than  85  percent  of  the  announced 
national  marketing  quota  is  expected  to 
be  produced.  Accordingly,  it  has  been 
determined  that  a  nation^  marketing 
quota  of  2.15  million  pounds  is 
necessary  to  make  available  production 
of  1.81  million  pounds.  Accordingly, 
the  national  marketing  quota  for  the 
1994  MY  is  2.15  million  pounds.  In 
accordance  with  section  313(g)  of  the 
1938  Act,  dividing  the  1994  national 
marketing  quota  of  2.15  million  pounds 
by  the  1989-93,  5-year  national  average 
yield  of  1,388  pounds  per  acre  results  in 
a  1994  national  acreage  allotment  of 
1,548.99  acres. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
313(g)  of  the  1938  Act,  a  national 
acreage  factor  of  1.05  is  determined  by 
dividing  the  national  acreage  allotment 
for  the  1994  MY,  less  a  national  reserve 
of  5.0  acres,  by  the  total  of  1994 
preliminary  farm  acreage  allotments 
(previous  year’s  allotments).  The 
preliminary  farm  acreage  allotments 
reflect  the  factors  specified  in  section 
313(g)  of  the  1938  Act  for  apjmrtioning 
the  national  acreage  allotment,  less  the 
national  reserve,  to  old  farms. 

(2)  Fire-Cured  (Types  22-23)  Tobacco 

The  yearly  average  quantity  of  fire- 
cured  (types  22-23)  tobacco  produced 
in  the  United  States  which  is  estimated 


to  have  been  consumed  in  the  United 
States  during  the  10  years  preceding  the 
1993  MY  was  approximately  17.8 
million  pounds.  The  average  annual 
quantity  of  fire-cured  (types  22-23) 
tobacco  produced  in  the  United  States 
and  exported  diiring  the  10  MYs 
preceding  the  1993  MY  was  16.9  million 
pounds  (farm  sales  weight  b€isis).  Both 
domestic  use  and  exports  have  trended 
upward  recently.  A  normal  year’s 
domestic  consumption  has  for  that 
reason  been  determined  to  be  21.8 
million  pounds  and  a  normal  year’s 
exports  nave  been  determined  to  be  20.7 
million  pounds.  Application  of  the 
formula  prescribed  by  section 
301(b)(14)(B)  of  the  1938  Act  results  in 
a  reserve  supply  level  of  98.8  million 
pounds. 

Manufacturers  and  dealers  reported 
stocks  of  fire-cured  (types  22-23) 
tobacco  held  on  October  1, 1993,  of  64.0 
million  pounds.  The  1993  fire-cured 
(types  22-23)  crop  is  estimated  to  be 
36.8  million  pounds.  Therefore,  the  total 
supply  of  fire-cured  (types  22-23) 
tobacco  for  the  MY  bej^nning  October  1, 
1993,  is  100.8  million  poxmds.  Ehiring 
the  1993  MY,  it  is  estimated  that 
disappearance  will  total  approximately 
34.0  million  pounds.  By  deducting  this 
disappearance  fiom  the  total  supply,  a 
carryover  of  66.8  million  pounds  at  the 
beginning  of  the  1994  MY  is  obtained. 

The  dinerence  between  the  reserve 
supply  level  and  the  estimated 
carryover  on  October  1, 1994,  is  32.0 
million  pounds.  This  represents  the 
quantity  of  fire-cured  (types  22-23) 
tobacco  which  may  be  marketed  that 
will  make  available  during  the  1994  MY 
a  supply  equal  to  the  reserve  supply 
level.  About  95  percent  of  the 
announced  national  marketing  quota  is 
expected  to  be  produced. 

Accordingly,  it  has  been  determined 
that  a  national  marketing  quota  for  the 
1994  MY  of  33.7  million  pounds  is 
necessary  to  make  available  production 
of  32.0  million  pounds.  In  accordance 
with  section  312(b)  of  the  1938  Act,  it 
has  been  further  determined  that  the 
1994  national  marketing  quota  must  be 
increased  by  20  percent  in  order  to 
avoid  undue  restriction  of  marketings. 
This  results  in  a  national  marketing 
quota  for  the  1994  MY  of  40.4  million 
pounds. 

In  accordance  with  section  313(g)  of 
the  1938  Act,  dividing  the  1994  national 
marketing  quota  of  40.4  million  pounds 
by  the  1989-93,  5-year  national  average 
yield  of  2,275  p>ounds  per  acre  results  in 
a  1994  national  acreage  allotment  of 
17,758.24  acres. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
313(g)  of  the  1938  Act,  a  national 
acreage  factor  of  1.05  is  determined  by 


dividing  the  national  acreage  allotment 
for  the  1994  MY,  less  a  national  reserve 
of  40  acres,  by  the  total  of  1994 
preliminary  farm  acreage  allotments. 

The  preliminary  farm  acreage  allotments 
reflect  the  factors  specified  in  section 
313(g)  of  the  1938  Act  for  apportioning 
the  national  acreage  allotment,  less  the 
national  reserve,  to  old  farms. 

(3)  Dark  Air-Cured  (Types  35-36) 

Tobacco 

The  yearly  average  quantity  of  dark 
air-cured  (types  35-36)  tobacco 
produced  in  the  United  States,  which  is 
estimated  to  have  been  consmned  in  the 
United  States,  during  the  10  MYs 
preceding  the  1993-94  MY  was 
approximately  10.6  million  pounds.  The 
average  annual  quantity  of  dark  air- 
cured  (types  35-36)  tobacco  produced 
in  the  United  States  and  exported  from 
the  United  States  during  the  10  MYs 
preceding  the  1993  MY  was  1.9  million 
pounds  (farm  sales  weight  basis).  Both 
domestic  use  and  exports  have  trended 
downward.  Accordingly,  a  normal 
year’s  domestic  cons\imption  has  been 
determined  to  be  10.0  million  pounds 
and  a  normal  year’s  exports  have  been 
determined  to  be  1.6  million  pounds. 
Application  of  the  formula  prescribed 
by  section  301(b)(14)(B)  of  ^e  1938  Act 
results  in  a  reserve  supply  level  of  31.6 
million  pounds. 

Manufacturers  and  dealers  reported 
stocks  of  dark  air-cured  (types  35-36) 
tobacco  held  on  October  1. 1993,  of  24.2 
million  pounds.  The  1993  dark  air- 
cujed  (types  35-36)  tobacco  crop  is 
estimated  to  be  9.9  milUon  pounds. 
Therefore,  the  total  supply  of  dark  air- 
cured  (types  35-36)  tobacco  for  the  1993 
MY  is  34.1  million  pounds.  Diuing  the 
1993  MY,  it  is  estimated  that 
disappearance  will  total  approximately 
10.0  million  pounds.  By  deducting  this 
disappearance  firom  the  total  supply,  a 
carryover  of  24.1  million  {>ounds  at  the 
beginning  of  the  1994  MY  is  obtained. 

The  difference  between  the  reserve 
supply  level  and  the  estimated 
carryover  on  October  1, 1994,  is  7.5 
million  pounds.  This  represents  the 
quantity  of  dark  air-ciured  (types  35-36) 
tobacco  which  may  be  marketed  which 
will  make  available  during  such  MY  a 
supply  equal  to  the  reserve  supply  level. 

More  than  80  percent  of  the 
annmmced  national  marketing  quota  is 
expected  to  be  produced.  Accordingly, 
it  has  been  determined  that  a  national 
marketing  quota  of  8.8  million  pounds 
is  necessary  to  make  available 
production  of  7.5  million  pounds.  In 
accordance  with  section  312(b)  of  the 
1938  Act,  it  has  been  further  determined 
that  the  1994  national  marketing  quota 
must  be  increased  by  20  percent  in 
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order  to  avoid  undue  restriction  of 
marketings.  This  results  in  a  national 
marketing  quota  for  the  1994  MY  of  10.6 
million  pounds. 

In  accordance  with  section  313(g)  of 
the  1938  Act,  dividing  the  1994  national 
marketing  quota  of  10.6  million  pounds 
by  the  1989-93,  5-year  average  yield  of 
2,105  pounds  per  acre  results  in  a  1994 
national  acreage  allotment  of  5,035.63 
acres. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
313(g)  of  the  1938  Act,  a  national 
acreage  factor  of  0.95  is  determined  by 
dividing  the  national  acreage  allotment 
for  the  1994  MY,  less  a  national  reserve 
of  28.0  acres,  by  the  total  of  1994 
preliminary  farm  acreage  allotments. 

The  preliminary  farm  acreage  allotments 
reflect  the  factors  specified  in  section 
313(g)  of  the  1938  Act  for  apportioning 
the  national  acreage  allotment,  less  the 
national  reserve,  to  old  farms. 

(4)  Virginia  Sun-Cured  (Type  37) 
Tobacco 

The  yearly  average  quantity  of 
Virginia  sun-cured  (type  37)  tobacco 
produced  in  the  United  States  which  is 
estimated  to  have  been  consumed  in  the 
United  States  during  the  10  MYs 
preceding  the  1993-94  MY  was 
approximately  220,000  pounds.  The 
average  annual  quantity  produced  in  the 
United  States  and  exported  during  the 
same  period  was  approximately  120,000 
pounds  (farm  sales  weight  basis). 
Domestic  use  has  shown  a  sharp 
downward  trend,  and  exports  have 
shown  a  moderate  downward  trend. 
Accordingly,  a  quantity  of  92,000 
povmds  has  been  determined  to  be  a 
normal  year’s  domestic  consumption 
and  a  quantity  of  20,000  pounds  has 
been  determined  to  be  a  normal  year’s 
exports.  Application  of  the  formula 
prescribed  by  section  301(b)(14)(B)  of 
the  1938  Act  results  in  a  reserve  supply 
level  of  300,000  pounds. 

Manufacturers  and  dealers  reported 
stocks  of  Virginia  sun-cured  (type  37) 
tobacco  held  on  October  1, 1993,  of 
200,000  pounds.  The  1993  Virginia  sun- 
cured  (type  37)  tobacco  crop  is 
estimated  to  be  100,000  pounds. 
Therefore,  the  total  supply  of  Virginia 
sun-cured  (type  37)  tobacco  for  the  1993 
MY  is  300,000  pounds.  During  the  1993 
MY,  it  is  estimated  that  disappearance 
will  total  approximately  120,000 
pounds.  By  deducting  Ais 
disappearance  ft’om  the  total  supply,  a 
carryover  of  180,000  pounds  at  the 
beginning  of  the  1994  MY  is  obtained. 

The  difference  between  the  reserve 
supply  level  and  the  estimated 
carryover  on  October  1, 1994,  is  120,000 
pounds.  This  represents  the  quantity  of 
Virginia  sun-cured  (type  37)  tobacco 


which  may  be  marketed  that  will  make 
available  during  such  MY  a  supply 
equal  to  the  reserve  supply  level. 

Around  90  percent  of  Ae  announced 
national  marketing  quota  is  expected  to 
be  produced.  Accordingly,  it  has  been 
determined  that  a  national  marketing 
quota  of  131,000  pounds  is  necessary  to 
make  available  production  of  120,000 
pounds.  Accordingly,  the  national 
marketing  quota  for  the  1994  MY  is 
131,000  pounds. 

In  accordance  with  section  313(g)  of 
the  1938  Act,  dividing  the  1994  national 
marketing  quota  of  131,000  pounds  by 
the  1989-93,  5-year  national  yield  of 
1,286  pounds  per  acre  results  in  a  1994 
national  acreage  allotment  of  101.87 
acres. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
313(g)  of  the  1938  Act,  a  national 
acreage  factor  of  1.05  is  determined  by 
dividing  the  national  acreage  allotment 
for  the  1994  MY,  less  a  national  reserve 
of  0.08  acre,  by  the  total  of  the  1994 
preliminary  farm  acreage  allotments. 

The  preliminary  farm  acreage  allotments 
reflect  the  factors  specified  in  section 
313(g)  of  the  1938  Act  for  apportioning 
the  national  acreage  allotment,  less  the 
national  reserve,  to  old  farms. 

(5)  Cigar-Filler  and  Binder  (Types  42-44 
and  53-55)  Tobacco 

The  yearly  average  quantity  of  cigar- 
filler  and  binder  (types  42-44  and  53- 
55)  tobacco  produced  in  the  United 
States  which  is  estimated  to  have  been 
consumed  in  the  United  States  during 
the  10  years  preceding  the  1993  MY  was 
approximately  16.0  million  pounds.  The 
average  annual  quantity  of  cigar-filler 
and  binder  (types  42—44  and  53-55) 
tobacco  produced  in  the  United  States 
and  exported  fi'om  the  United  States 
during  the  10  MYs  preceding  the  1993 
MY  was  less  than  100,000  pounds. 
Domestic  use  has  trended  downward 
and  exports  are  almost  nonexistent. 
Accordingly,  a  normal  year’s  domestic 
consumption  has  been  established  at 
12.0  million  pounds  while  a  normal 
year’s  export  has  been  established  at 
60,000  pounds.  Application  of  the 
formula  prescribed  by  section 
301(b)(14)(B)  of  the  1938  Act  results  in 
a  reserve  supply  level  of  34.8  million 
poimds. 

Manufacturers  and  dealers  report 
stocks  of  cigar-filler  and  binder  (types 
42-44  and  53-55)  tobacco  held  on 
October  1, 1993,  of  30.8  million  pounds. 
The  1993  cigar-filler  and  binder  crop  is 
estimated  to  be  7.7  million  pounds. 
Therefore,  the  total  supply  of  cigar-filler 
and  binder  (types  42-44  and  53-55) 
tobacco  for  the  1993  MY  is  38.5  million 
pounds.  During  the  1993  MY,  it  is 
estimated  that  disappearance  will  total 


about  9.0  million  pounds.  By  deducting 
this  disappearance  from  the  total 
supply,  a  carryover  of  29.5  million 
pounds  at  the  beginning  of  the  1994  MY 
is  obtained. 

The  difference  between  the  reserve 
supply  level  and  the  estimated 
carryover  on  October  1, 1994,  is  5.3 
million  pounds.  This  represents  the 
quantity  of  cigar-filler  and  binder 
tobacco  which  may  he  marketed  that 
will  make  available  during  such  MY  a 
supply  equal  to  the  reserve  supply  level. 
Slightly  less  than  70  percent  of  the 
announced  national  marketing  quota 
may  be  produced.  Accordingly,  it  has 
been  determined  that  a  1994  national 
marketing  quota  of  7.75  million  pounds 
is  necessary  to  make  available 
production  of  5.3  million  pounds.  In 
accordance  with  section  312(b)  of  the 
1938  Act,  it  has  been  further  determined 
that  the  1994  national  marketing  quota 
must  be  increased  by  20  percent  in 
order  to  avoid  undue  restriction  of 
marketings.  This  results  in  a  national 
marketing  quota  for  the  1994  MY  of  9.3 
million  pounds. 

In  accordance  with  section  313(g)  of 
the  1938  Act,  dividing  the  1994  national 
marketing  quota  of  9.3  million  pounds 
by  the  1989-93,  5-year  national  average 
yield  of  1,879  poimds  per  acre  results  in 
a  1994  national  acreage  allotment  of 
4,949.44  acres. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
313(g),  of  the  1938  Act,  a  national  factor 
of  0.70  is  determined  by  dividing  the 
national  acreage  allotment  for  the  1994 
MY,  less  a  national  reserve  of  4  acres, 
by  the  total  of  the  1994  preliminary  farm 
acreage  allotments.  The  preliminary 
farm  acreage  allotments  reflect  the 
factors  specified  in  section  313(g)  of  the 
1938  Act  for  apportioning  the  national 
acreage  allotment,  less  the  national 
reserve,  to  old  farms. 

(6)  Cigar-Filler  (Type  46)  Tobacco 

There  is  no  demand  for  cigar-filler 
(type  46)  tobacco.  Accordingly,  the 
reserve  supply  level  is  zero.  The 
estimated  carryover  at  the  start  of  MY 
1994  is  0.6  million  pounds. 

Because  the  estimated  carryover 
exceeds  the  reserve  supply  level,  the 
quantity  of  tobacco  which  may  be 
marketed  during  MY  1994  and  the  1994 
acreage  allotment  are  both  zero. 

(7)  Referendum  Results  for  Fire-Cured 
(Types  21-23)  and  Dark  Air-Cured 
(Types  35-36)  Tobaccos 

Marketing  quotas  shall  be  in  effect  for 
the  1994  MY  for  fire-cured  (types  21-23) 
and  dark  air-cured  (types  3. '-36) 
tobaccos.  In  referenda  held  March  28- 
31,  1994,  89.8  percent  of  producers  of 
fire-cured  (types  21-23)  tobacco  and 
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90.0  percent  of  producers  of  dark  air-  cured  (types  35-36)  tobacco  voted  in 

favor  of  marketing  quotas. 


The  following  is  a  summary  of  the 
results  of  the  separate  referenda: 


State 


Total  votes 


Yes  votes 


No  votes 


Percent  yes 
votes 


Fire-Cured  Tobacco 


Virginia . 

Kentucky  . 

Tennessee  . 


720 

671 

49 

932 

2,695 

2,414 

281 

89.6 

2,052 

1,826 

226 

89.0 

Dark  Air-Cured  Tobacco 


Inrlifirta  . . . . . 

11 

11 

0 

100.0 

4,597 

4,105 

492 

893 

Tennessee  . . . 

1^034 

959 

75 

92.7 

Price  Support 

Section  106(f)(6)(A)  of  the  1949  Act 
provides  that  the  level  of  support  for  the 
1994  crop  of  a  kind  of  tobacco  (other 
than  flue-cured  and  bmley)  shall  be  the 
level  in  cents  per  pound  at  which  the 

1993  crop  of  such  kind  of  tobacco  was 
supported,  plus  or  minus,  respectively, 
the  amount  by  which  (i)  the  support 
level  for  the  1994  crop,  as  determined 
under  section  106(b)  of  the  1949  Act,  is 
greater  or  less  than  (ii)  the  support  level 
for  the  1993  crop,  as  determined  under 
section  106(d)  of  the  1949  Act  if  the 
support  level  under  clause  (i)  is  greater 
than  the  support  level  under  clause  (ii). 

Accordingly,  the  support  level  for  the 

1994  crop  of  such  kind  of  tobacco  will 
be  the  1993  level,  adjusted  by  the 
difference  (plus  or  minus)  between  the 
1993  “basic  support  level”  and  the  1994 
“basic  support  level.” 

In  addition,  section  106(f)(6)(B)  of  the 
1949  Act  provides  that  to  the  extent 
requested  by  the  board  of  directors  of  an 
association,  through  which  price 
support  is  made  available  to  producers 
(producer  association),  the  Secretary 
may  reduce  the  support  level 
determined  under  section  106(f)(6)(A)  of 


the  1949  Act  for  the  respective  kind  of 
tobacco  to  more  acciirately  reflect  the 
market  value  and  improve  the 
marketability  of  such  tobacco. 
Accordingly,  the  price  support  level  for 
a  kind  of  tobacco  set  forth  in  this  rule 
could  be  reduced  if  such  a  request  is 
made. 

Determinations 

The  following  levels  of  price  support 
for  the  1993  crops  of  various  kinds  of 
tobacco  were  determined  in  accordance 
with  section  106(f)(6)(A)  of  the  1949 
Act: 


Kind  and  type 

Support 

level 

(cents 

per 

pourxi) 

Virginia  fire-cured  (type  21) . 

139.5 

KY-TN  fire-cured  (types  22-23)  .... 

146.4 

Dark  air-cured  (types  35-36)  . 

125.5 

Virginia  sun-cured  (type  37)  . . 

123.3 

Clgar-filler  arxl  binder  (type  42-44 

and  53-65) . 

107.4 

Cigar-filler  (t^  46) . 

83.4 

Section  106(b)  of  the  1949  Act 
provides  that  the  "basic  support  level” 


for  any  year  is  determined  by 
multiplying  the  support  level  for  the 
1959  crop  of  such  kind  of  tobacco  by  the 
ratio  of  the  average  of  the  index  of 
prices  paid  by  farmers,  including  wage 
rates,  interest,  and  taxes  (referred  to  as 
the  “parity  index”)  for  the  three 
previous  calendar  years  to  the  average 
index  of  such  prices  paid  by  farmers, 
including  wage  rates,  interest,  and  taxes 
for  the  1959  calendar  year.  For  the  1994 
crop  year. 

(1)  Average  parity  indexes  for 
calendar  years  1990-1993  are  as 
follows. 


Year 

Index 

Year 

Index 

1990  . 

1,265 

1991  _ 

1285 

1991  . . 

1,298 

1992  _ 

1,303 

1992  . . 

1298 

1993  _ 

1240 

Average . 

1287 

Average  ._. 

1209 

(2)  Average  parity  index,  calendar 
year  1959=298. 

(3)  1993  ratio  of  1,287  to  298=4.32; 
1994  ratio  of  1,287  to  298=4.39. 

(4)  Ratios  times  1959  support  levels 
and  1994  increase  in  basic  support 
levels  are  as  follows: 


Kind  and  type 

1969  sup¬ 
port  level 

Basic  support  leveP 

Increase  from  1993  to 
1994 

1993  (cent/ 
lb) 

1994  (cent/ 
lb.) 

(cent/lb.) 

100%  (cent/ 
lb.) 

65%  (cent/ 
to.) 

21  . . . 

38.8 

168.4 

170.3 

1.9 

12 

KY-Tenn  22-23  . . . . . 

38.8 

168.4 

170.3 

1.9 

12 

KY-Tenn  35-36  . . . 

34.5 

149.7 

151.6 

1.8 

12 

VA  37 . . . 

34.5 

149.7 

151.5 

1.8 

12 

Cigar-riller  and  binder  42-44,  54-55 . 

28.6 

124.1 

125.6 

1.5 

1.0 

Cigar-filler  46  . . . 

29.7 

128.9 

130.4 

1.5 

1.0 

’  1993  ratio  is  4.32,  1994  ratio  is  4.39. 


Section  106(d)  of  the  1949  Act 
provides  that  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  may  reduce  the  level  of 
support  which  would  otherwise  be 
established  for  any  grade  of  such  kind 
of  tobacco  which  the  Secretary 


determines  will  likely  be  in  excess 
supply.  In  addition,  the  weighted 
average  of  the  level  of  support  for  all 
eligible  grades  of  such  tobacco  must, 
after  su^  reduction,  reflect  not  less 
than  65  percent  of  the  increase  in  the 


support  level  for  such  kind  of  tobacco 
which  would  otherwise  be  established 
under  section  106  of  the  Act  if  the 
support  level  is  higher  than  the  support 
level  for  the  preceding  crop.  Before  any 
such  reduction  is  made,  the  Secretary 
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must  consult  with  the  associations 
handling  price  support  loans  and 
consideration  must  be  given  to  the 
supply  and  anticipated  demand  of  such 
tobacco,  including  the  effect  of  such 
reduction  on  other  kinds  of  quota 
tobacco.  In  determining  whether  the 
supply  of  any  grade  of  any  kind  of 
tobacco  of  a  crop  will  be  excessive,  the 
Secretary  shall  take  into  consideration 
the  domestic  supply,  including 
domestic  inventories,  the  amount  of 
such  tobacco  pledged  as  security  for 
price  support  loans,  anticipated 
domestic  and  export  demand,  based  on 
the  maturity,  uniformity,  and  stalk 
position  of  such  tobacco. 

For  MY  1994,  the  flue-cured  support 
level  was  increased  by  65  percent  of  the 
formula  increase  to  within  about  9 
percent  of  1993’s  average  market  price. 
For  the  kinds  of  tobacco  that  are  the , 
subject  of  this  rule,  MY  1993  prices 
were  further  above  the  support  level, 
and  overall  loan  receipts  remained  low. 
Only  loan  placements  for  cigar-filler  and 
binder  (types  42-44  and  53-55)  were  as 
much  as  10  percent  of  production  for 
MY  1993.  Although  fire-cured  (type  21) 
and  Virginia  sxm-cured  (type  37) 
supply-use  ratios  suggest  slightly  short 
supplies,  their  respective  loan 
associations  prefer  lower  price  support 
levels.  Therefore,  for  fire-cured  tobacco 
(type  21),  Virginia  sun-cured  tobacco 
(type  37),  and  cigar-filler  and  binder 
tobacco  (types  42—44  and  53-55),  the 
MY  1994  support  levels  consist  of  the 

1993  support  levels  increased  by  65 
percent  of  the  difference  between  the 

1994  “basic  support  level”  and  the  1993 
“basic  support  level.”  The  supply-use 
ratios  for  Kentucky-Tennessee  fire-cured 
(types  22-23)  and  dark  air-cured  (types 
35-36)  suggest  adequate  supplies. 
Accordingly,  for  these  tobaccos,  the  MY 
1994  support  level  consists  of  the  MY 
1993  level  of  support  increased  by  the 
difference  between  the  MY  1994  “basic 
support  level”  and  the  MY  1993  “basic 
support  level.”  Also,  chewing  tobacco, 
smoking  tobacco,  and  snuff 
manufacturing  formulas  limit  the 
substitutability  of  one  of  these  kinds  of 
tobacco  for  another.  Cigarettes,  the 
principal  outlet  for  flue-cured  and 
hurley  tobaccos,  do  not  require  any  of 
these  six  kinds  of  tobacco  in  their 
blends. 

Accordingly,  the  following 
determinations  announced  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  on  March  1, 
1994,  in  accordance  with  section 
106(f)(8)(A)  of  the  1949  Act  are 
established  for  MY  1994  for  fire-cured 
(type  21),  fire-cured  (types  22-23),  dark 
air-cured  (types  35-36),  Virginia  sun- 
cured  (type  37),  cigar-filler  and  binder 


(types  42—44  and  53-55),  and  cigar-filler 
(type  46)  tobaccos. 


Kind  and  type 

Support 

level 

(cents 

per 

pound) 

Virginia  fire-cured  (type  21) . 

Kentucky-Tennessee  fire-cured 

140.7 

(types  22-23) . 

148.3 

Dark  air-cured  (types  35-36)  . 

127.3 

Virginia  sun-cured  (type  37) . 

Cigar-filler  and  binder  (types  42-44 

124.5 

and  53-55) . 

108.4 

Cigar-filler  (type  46) . . 

84.4 

List  of  Subjects 
7  CFR  Part  723 

Acreage  allotments.  Marketing  quotas. 
Penalties,  Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements.  Tobacco. 

7  CFR  Part  1464 

Loan  programs-agriculture.  Price 
support  programs.  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements.  Tobacco, 
Warehouses. 

Accordingly,  7  CFR  parts  723  and 
1464  are  amended  as  follows: 

PART  723— TOBACCO 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  7  CFR 
part  723  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  7  U.S.C.  1301, 1311-1314, 
1314-1, 1314c.  1314d,  1314f,  1314h,  1315, 
1316, 1363, 1372-75,  1377-1379, 1421, 
1445-1,  and  1445-2. 

2.  Section  723.113  is  amended  by: 

A.  Redesignating  existing  text  as 
p^agraph  (a),  and 

B.  Adding  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  723.1 13  Fire-cured  (type  21)  tobacco. 
***** 

(b)  The  1994-crop  national  marketing 
quota  is  2.15  million  pounds. 

3.  Section  723.114  is  amended  by: 

A.  Redesignating  existing  text  as 
paragraph  (a),  and 

B.  Adding  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  723.1 1 4  Fire-cured  (types  22-23) 
tobacco. 

***** 

(b)  The  1994-crop  national  marketing 
quota  is  40.4  million  povmds. 

4.  Section  723.115  is  amended  by: 

A.  Redesignating  existing  text  as 
paragraph  (a),  emd 

B.  Adding  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  723.1 1 5  Dark  air-cured  (types  35-36) 
tobacco. 

***** 

(b)  The  1994-crop  national  marketing 
quota  is  10.6  million  pounds. 


5.  Section  723.116  is  amended  by: 

A.  Redesignating  existing  text  as 
paragraph  (a),  and 

B.  Adding  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  723.1 1 6  Sun-cured  (type  37)  tobacco. 
***** 

(b)  The  1994-crop  national  marketing 
quota  is  131,000  pounds. 

6.  Section  723.117  is  amended  by: 

A.  Redesignating  existing  text  as 
paragraph  (a),  and 

B.  Adding  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§723.117  Cigar-fiiier  and  binder  (types  42- 
44  and  53-55)  tobacco. 
***** 

(b)  The  1994-crop  national  marketing 
quota  is  9.3  million  pounds. 

7.  Section  723.118  is  amended  by: 

A.  Redesignating  existing  text  as 
paragraph  (a),  and 

B.  Adding  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  723.1 1 8  Cigar-fiiier  (type  46)  tobacco. 
***** 

(b)  The  1994-crop  national  marketing 
quota  is  zero  pounds. 

PART  1464— TOBACCO 

8.  The  authority  citation  for  7  CFR 
part  1464  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  7  U.S.C.  1421, 1423, 1441, 1445, 
1445-1  and  1445-2: 15  U.S.C.  714b  and  714c. 

9.  Section  1464.13  is  amended  by: 

A.  Redesignating  existing  text  as 
paragraph  (a),  and 

B.  Adding  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1464.13  Fire-cured  (type  21)  tobacco. 
***** 

(b)  The  1994-crop  national  price 
support  level  is  140.7  cents  per  pound. 

10.  Section  1464.14  is  amended  by: 

A.  Redesignating  existing  text  as 
paragraph  (a),  and 

B.  Adding  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1464.14  Fire-cured  (types  22-23) 
tobacco. 

***** 

(b)  The  1994-crop  national  price 
support  level  is  148.3  cents  per  pound. 

11.  Section  1464.15  is  amended  by: 

A.  Redesignating  existing  text  as 
paragraph  (a),  and 

B.  Adding  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1464.15  Dark  air-cured  (types  35-36) 
tobacco. 

***** 

(b)  The  1994-crop  national  price 
support  level  is  127.3  cents  per  pound. 
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12.  Section  1464.16  is  amended  by: 

A.  Redesignating  existing  text  as 
paragraph  (a),  and 

B.  Adding  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§1464.16  Virginia  sun-cured  (type  37) 
tobacco. 

*  «  •  *  * 

(h)  The  1994-crop  national  price 
support  is  124.5  cents  per  pound. 

13.  Section  1464.17  is  amended  by: 

A.  Redesignating  existing  text  as 
paragraph  (a),  and 

B.  Adding  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1464.17  Cigar-filler  and  binder  (types  42- 
44  and  56-63)  tobacco. 

•  *  *  *  « 

(b)  The  1994-crop  national  price 
support  level  is  108.4  cents  per  pound. 

14.  Section  1464.18  is  amended  by: 

A.  Reoesignating  existing  text  as 
paragraph  (a),  and 

B.  Adding  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§1464.18  Cigar-filler  (type  46)  tobacco. 
***** 

(b)  The  1994-crop  national  price 
support  level  is  84.4  cents  per  pound. 

Signed  at  Washington,  DC.  on  May  20, 
1994. 

Bruce  R.  Weber, 

Acting  Administrator,  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service  and 
Executive  Vice  President,  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12888  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  ami 
BILUNO  CODE  341(M>S-P 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

7  CFR  Part  946 

[Docket  Na  FV94-946-1FIR] 

Irish  Potatoes  Grown  in  Washington; 
Expenses  and  Assessment  Rate 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of 
Agriculture  (Department)  is  adopting  as 
a  final  rule,  without  change,  the 
provisions  of  an  amended  interim  final 
rule  that  authorized  expenses  and 
established  an  assessment  rate  that 
generated  funds  to  pay  those  expenses. 
Authorization  of  this  budget  enables  the 
State  of  Washington  Potato  Committee 
((Committee)  to  incur  expenses  that  are 
reasonable  and  necessary  to  administer 
the  program.  Funds  to  administer  this 
program  are  derived  from  assessments 
on  handlers. 


EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  1.  1994,  through 
June  30,  1995. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Martha  Sue  Clark,  Marketing  Order 
Administration  Branch,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  AMS,  USDA,  P.O. 
Box  96456,  room  2523-S,  Washington, 
ex:  200911-6456.  telephone  202-720- 
9918,  or  Dennis  L.  West,  Northwest 
Marketing  Field  Office,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  AMS,  USDA,  Green- 
Wyatt  Federal  Building,  room  369, 1220 
Southwest  Third  Avenue,  Portland,  OR 
97204,  telephone  503-326-2724. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  rule 
is  issued  under  Marketing  Agreement 
No.  113  and  Order  No.  946,  both  as 
amended  (7  CFR  part  946),  regulating 
the  handling  of  Irish  potatoes  grown  in 
Washington.  The  marketing  agreement 
and  order  are  effective  under  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674), 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Act. 

The  Department  is  issuing  this  rule  in 
conformance  with  Executive  Order 
12866. 

This  rule  has  been  reviewed  under 
Executive  Order  12778,  Civil  Justice 
Reform.  Under  the  provisions  of  the 
marketing  order  now  in  effect, 
Washington  potatoes  are  subject  to 
assessments.  It  is  intended  that  the 
assessment  rate  as  issued  herein  will  be 
applicable  to  all  assessable  potatoes 
handled  during  the  1994—95  fiscal 
period,  which  begins  July  1, 1994,  and 
ends  June  30, 1995.  This  interim  final 
rule  will  not  preempt  any  State  or  local 
laws,  regulations,  or  policies,  unless 
they  present  an  irreconcilable  conflict 
with  this  rule. 

The  Act  provides  that  administrative 
proceedings  must  be  exhausted  before 
parties  may  file  suit  in  court.  Under 
section  608c(15){A)  of  the  Act,  any 
handler  subject  to  eui  order  may  file 
with  the  Secretary  a  petition  stating  that 
the  order,  any  provision  of  the  order,  or 
any  obligation  imposed  in  connection 
with  the  order  is  not  in  accordance  with 
law  and  requesting  a  modification  of  the 
order  or  to  be  exempted  therefrom.  Such 
handler  is  afforded  the  opportunity  for 
a  hearing  on  the  petition.  After  the 
hearing  the  Secretary  would  rule  on  the 
petition.  The  Act  provides  that  the 
district  court  of  the  United  States  in  any 
district  in  which  the  handler  is  an 
inhabitant,  or  has  his  or  her  principal 
place  of  business,  has  jurisdiction  in 
equity  to  review  the  Secretary’s  ruling 
on  the  petition,  provided  a  bill  in  equity 
is  filed  not  later  than  20  days  after  the 
date  of  the  entry  of  the  ruling. 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  set  forth 
in  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (RFA), 
the  Administrator  of  the  Agricultural 


Marketing  Service  (AMS)  has 
considered  the  economic  impact  of  this 
rule  on  small  entities. 

The  purpose  of  the  RFA  is  to  fit 
regulatory  actions  to  the  scale  of 
business  subject  to  such  actions  in  order 
that  small  businesses  will  not  be  unduly 
or  disproportionately  burdened. 
Marketing  orders  issued  piusuant  to  the 
Act,  and  the  rules  issued  herexmder,  are 
unique  in  that  they  are  brought  about 
through  group  action  of  essentially 
small  entities  acting  on  their  own 
behalf.  Thus,  both  statutes  have  small 
entity  orientation  and  compatibility. 

There  are  approximately  450 
producers  of  Washington  potatoes  under 
this  marketing  order,  and  approximately 
35  handlers.  Small  agricultural 
producers  have  been  defined  by  the 
Small  Business  Administration  (13  CFR 
121.601)  as  those  having  annual  receipts 
of  less  than  $500,000,  and  small 
agricultural  service  firms  are  defined  as 
those  whose  annual  receipts  are  less 
than  $5,000,000.  The  majority  of 
Washington  potato  producers  and 
handlers  may  be  classified  as  small 
entities. 

The  budget  of  expenses  for  the  1994- 
95  fiscal  period  was  prepared  by  the 
State  of  Washington  Potato  Committee, 
the  agency  responsible  for  local 
administration  of  the  marketing  order, 
and  submitted  to  the  Department  for 
approval.  The  members  of  the 
Committee  are  producers  and  handlers 
of  Washington  potatoes.  They  are 
familiar  with  the  Committee’s  needs  and 
with  the  costs  of  goods  and  services  in 
their  local  area  and  are  thus  in  a 
position  to  formulate  an  appropriate 
budget.  The  budget  was  formulated  and 
discussed  in  a  public  meeting.  Thus,  all 
directly  affected  persons  have  had  an 
opportunity  to  participate  and  provide 
input. 

The  assessment  rate  recommended  by 
the  Committee  was  derived  by  dividing 
anticipated  expenses  by  expected 
shipments  of  Washington  potatoes. 
Because  that  rate  will  be  applied  to 
actual  shipments,  it  must  be  established 
at  a  rate  that  will  provide  sufficient 
income  to  pay  the  Committee’s 
expenses. 

The  Committee  met  February  23, 
1994,  and  unanimously  recommended  a 
1994-95  budget  of  $38,100,  the  same  as 
the  previous  year.  The  Committee  also 
unanimously  recommended  an 
assessment  rate  of  $0,005  per 
hundredweight,  the  same  as  last  season. 
This  rate,  when  applied  to  anticipated 
shipments  of  7.5  million 
hundredweight,  will  yield  $37,500  in 
assessment  income.  This,  along  with 
$600  from  the  Committee’s  authorized 
reserve  will  be  adequate  to  cover 
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budgeted  expenses.  Funds  in  the  reserve 
at  the  begiiuiing  of  the  1994-95  fiscal 
period,  estimated  at  $51,953,  wall  be 
within  the  maximum  permitted  by  the 
order  of  two  fiscal  periods’  expenses. 

An  increase  in  the  1994-95  budwt  of 
$700  for  compliance  audits,  $200  ror 
salary  expense,  $100  for  audit  expense, 
and  $500  for  postage  will  be  offset  by  a 
decrease  of  $1 ,000  in  Committee 
expense  and  $500  in  the  miscellaneous 
category.  Major  expense  items  include 
$4,000  for  Committee  member 
compensation  for  meeting  attendance. 
$2,000  for  siuveillance  inspection. 
$1,800  for  office  supplies,  $3,000  for 
postage,  $1,500  for  miscellaneous. 

$1,000  for  audit,  $2,400  for  Washington 
Potato  Commission  contract  fees, 
$11,200  for  salaries,  $1,800  for  salary 
expense,  and  $5,200  for  compliance 
audits.  The  Commission  provides 
certain  services  to  the  Committee  as 
specified  in  a  memorandum  of 
understanding 

An  interim  final  rule  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  March  31. 
1994  (59  FR  15039).  That  interim  final 
rule  added  §  946.246  to  authorize 
expenses  and  establish  an  assessment 
rate  for  the  Committee.  That  rule 
provided  that  interested  persons  could 
file  comments  through  May  2,  1994.  No 
comments  were  received. 

While  this  rule  will  impose  some 
additional  costs  on  handlers,  the  costs 
are  in  the  form  of  uniform  assessments 
on  all  handlers.  Some  of  the  additional 
costs  may  be  passed  on  to  producers. 
However,  these  costs  will  be  offset  by 
the  benefits  derived  by  the  operation  of 
the  marketing  order.  Therefore,  the 
Administrator  of  the  AMS  has 
determined  that  this  rule  will  not  have 
a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
material  presented,  including  the 
information  and  recommendation 
submitted  by  the  Committee  and  other 
available  information,  it  is  hereby  found 
that  this  rule,  as  hereinafter  set  forth, 
wi  11  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  Act. 

List  of  Subjects  in  7  CFR  Part  946 

Marketing  agreements.  Potatoes, 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble.  7  CFR  part  946  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  946— IRISH  POTATOES  GROWN 
IN  WASHINGTON 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  7  CFR 
part  946  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  7  U.S.C  BOl-674 


Accordingly,  the  interim  final  rule 
adding  §  946.246  which  was  published 
at  59  FR  15039,  is  adopted  as  a  final  rule 
without  change. 

Dated:  May  20.  1994. 

Eric  M.  Forman, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 
(FR  Doc.  94-12882  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  ami 
BILUNG  CODE  3410-02-e 

7  CFR  Part  953 
(Docket  No.  FV94-a53-1IFR] 

Southeastern  Potatoes;  Expenses  and 
Assessment  Rate 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Interim  final  rule  with  request 
for  comments. 

SUMMARY:  This  interim  final  rule 
authorizes  expenditures  and  establishes 
an  assessment  rate  under  Marketing 
Order  No.  953  for  the  1994-05  fiscal 
period.  Authorization  of  this  budget 
enables  the  Southeastern  Potato 
Committee  (Committee)  to  incur 
expenses  that  are  reasonable  and 
necessary  to  administer  the  program. 
Funds  to  administer  this  program  are 
derived  from  assessments  on  handlers. 
DATES:  Effective  Jime  1, 1994,  through 
May  31. 1995.  Comments  received  by 
June  27, 1994,  will  be  considered  prior 
to  issuance  of  a  final  rule. 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  written  comments 
concerning  this  action.  Comments  must 
be  sent  In  triplicate  to  the  Docket  Clerk, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  AMS, 
USDA.  P.O.  Box  96456,  room  2523-S, 
Washington,  DC  20090-6456.  FAX  202- 
720-5698.  Comments  should  reference 
the  docket  number  and  the  date  and 
page  number  of  this  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  and  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  in  the  Office  of  the  Docket 
Clerk  during  regular  business  hours. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Martha  Sue  Clark,  Marketing  Order 
Administration  Branch.  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  AMS,  USDA.  P.O. 
Box  96456,  room  2523-S,  Washington, 
DC  20090-6456,  telephone  202-720- 
9918. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  rule 
is  issued  under  Marketing  Agreement 
No.  104  and  Order  No.  953,  both  as 
amended  (7  CFR  part  953),  regulating 
the  handling  of  Irish  potatoes  grown  in 
Southeastern  States  (Virginia  and  North 
Carolina).  The  marketing  agreement  and 
order  are  effective  under  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674), 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Act. 


The  Department  is  issuing  this  rule  in 
conformance  with  Executive  Order 
12866. 

This  interim  final  rule  has  been 
reviewed  under  Executive  Order  12778, 
Civil  Justice  Reform.  Under  the 
marketing  order  now  in  effect.  Virginia- 
North  Carolina  potato  handlers  are 
subject  to  assessments.  It  is  intended 
that  the  assessment  rate  as  issued  herein 
will  be  applicable  to  all  assessable 
potatoes  during  the  1994-95  fiscal 
period,  which  begins  June  1, 1994,  and 
ends  May  31, 1995.  This  interim  final 
rule  will  not  preempt  any  State  or  local 
laws,  regulations,  or  policies,  unless 
they  present  an  irreconcilable  conflict 
with  this  rule. 

The  Act  provides  that  administrative 
proceedings  must  be  exhausted  before 
parties  may  file  suit  in  court.  Under 
section  8c(l5)(A)  of  the  Act.  any  handler 
subject  to  an  order  may  file  with  the 
Secretary  a  petition  stating  that  the 
order,  any  provision  of  the  order,  or  any 
obligation  imposed  in  connection  with 
the  order  is  not  in  accordance  with  law 
and  requesting  a  modification  of  the 
order  or  to  be  exempted  therefrom.  Such 
handler  is  afforded  the  opportunity  for 
a  hearing  on  the  petition.  After  the 
hearing  the  Secretary  would  mle  on  the 
petition.  The  Act  provides  that  the 
district  court  of  the  United  States  in  any 
district  in  which  the  handler  is  an 
inhabitant,  or  has  his  or  her  principal 
place  of  business,  has  jurisdiction  in 
equity  to  review  the  Secretary’s  ruling 
on  the  petition,  provided  a  bill  in  equity 
is  filed  not  later  than  20  days  after  the 
date  of  the  entry  of  the  ruling. 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  set  forth 
in  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (RFA), 
the  Administrator  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service  (AMS)  has 
considered  the  economic  impact  of  this 
rule  on  small  entities. 

The  purpose  of  the  RFA  is  to  fit 
regulatory  actions  to  the  scale  of 
business  subject  to  such  actions  in  order 
tliat  small  businesses  will  not  be  unduly 
or  disproportionately  burdened. 
Marketing  orders  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Act,  and  the  rules  issued  thereunder,  are 
unique  in  that  they  are  brought  about 
through  group  action  of  essentially 
small  entities  acting  on  their  own 
behalf.  Thus,  both  statutes  have  small 
entity  orientation  and  compatibility. 

There  are  approximately  150 
producers  of  Southeastern  potatoes 
under  this  marketing  order,  and 
approximately  60  handlers.  Small 
agricultural  producers  have  been 
defined  by  the  Small  Business 
Administration  (13  CFR  121.601)  as 
those  having  annual  receipts  of  less  than 
$500,000,  and  small  agricultural  service 
firms  are  defined  as  those  w'hose  annual 
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receipts  are  less  than  $5,000,000.  The 
majority  of  Southeastern  potato 
producers  and  handlers  may  be 
classihed  as  small  entities. 

The  budget  of  expenses  for  the  1994- 
95  fiscal  period  was  prepared  by  the 
Southeastern  Potato  Committee,  the 
agency  responsible  for  local 
administration  of  the  marketing  order, 
and  submitted  to  the  Department  for 
approval.  The  members  of  the 
Committee  are  producers  and  handlers 
of  Southeastern  potatoes.  They  are 
familiar  with  the  Committee’s  needs  and 
with  the  costs  of  goods  and  services  in 
their  local  area  and  are  thus  in  a 
position  to  formulate  an  appropriate 
budget.  The  budget  was  formulated  and 
discussed  in  a  public  meeting.  Thus,  ail 
directly  affected  persons  have  had  an 
opportunity  to  participate  and  provide 
input. 

The  assessment  rate  recommended  by 
the  Committee  was  derived  by  dividing 
anticipated  expenses  by  expected 
shipments  of  Southeastern  potatoes, 
based  on  last  season’s  crop  of 
approximately  1,335.000 
hvmdredweight.  Because  that  rate  will 
be  applied  to  actual  shipments,  it  must 
be  established  at  a  rate  that  will  provide 
sufficient  income  to  pay  the 
Committee’s  expenses. 

The  Committee  met  April  20, 1994, 
and  unanimously  recommended  a  1994- 
95  budget  of  $11,000,  the  same  as  last 
year.  Major  expense  items  include 
$6,800  for  Committee  staff  salaries  and 
$900  for  travel  expenses. 

The  Committee  also  recommended  an 
assessment  rate  of  $0.0075  per 
hundredweight,  $0.0025  less  than  last 
season’s  rate.  Planting  for  the  1994-95 
crop  season  has  not  been  completed. 
However,  the  manager  estimates 
shipments  will  generate  about  $7,000  in 
assessment  income.  This,  along  with 
funds  from  the  Committee’s  $15,000 
reserve,  will  be  adequate  to  cover  the 
expenses  incurred.  Funds  remaining  at 
the  end  of  the  1994-95  fiscal  period 
should  be  about  the  maximum 
permitted  by  the  order  of  approximately 
one  fiscal  period’s  expenses. 

While  this  action  wdll  Impose  some 
additional  costs  on  handlers,  the  costs 
are  in  the  form  of  uniform  assessments 
on  handlers.  Some  of  the  additional 
costs  may  be  passed  on  to  producers. 
However,  these  costs  will  be  offset  by 
the  benefits  derived  by  the  operation  oi 
the  marketing  order.  Therefore,  the 
Administrator  of  the  AMS  has 
determined  that  this  action  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on 
a  substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matter  presented,  including  the 
information  and  recommendations 


submitted  by  the  Committee  and  other 
available  information,  it  is  hereby  found 
that  this  rule,  as  hereinafter  set  forth, 
will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  Act. 

Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is  also 
found  and  determined  upon  good  cause 
that  it  is  impracticable,  unnecessary, 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest  to 
give  preliminary  notice  prior  to  putting 
this  rule  into  effect  and  that  good  cause 
exists  for  not  postponing  the  effective 
date  of  this  action  until  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
because:  (1)  The  Committee  needs  to 
have  sufficient  funds  to  pay  its  expenses 
which  are  incurred  on  a  continuous 
basis;  (2)  the  fiscal  period  begins  on 
June  1, 1994,  and  the  marketing  order 
requires  that  the  rate  of  assessment  for 
the  fiscal  period  apply  to  all  assessable 
Irish  potatoes  handled  during  the  fiscal 
period;  (3)  handlers  are  aware  of  this 
action  which  was  unanimously 
recommended  by  the  Committee  at  a 
ublic  meeting  and  is  similar  to  other 
udget  actions  issued  in  past  years;  and 
(4)  this  interim  final  rule  provides  a  30- 
day  comment  period,  and  all  comments 
timely  received  wrill  be  considered  prior 
to  finalization  of  this  action. 

List  of  Subjects  in  7  CFR  Part  953 

Marketing  agreements.  Potatoes, 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  7  CFR  part  953  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  953— IRISH  POTATOES  GROWN 
IN  SOUTHEASTERN  STATES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  7  CFR 
part  953  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  7  U.S.C.  601-674. 

2.  A  new  §  953.251  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

Note;  This  section  will  not  appear  in  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

§  953.251  Expenses  and  assessment  rate. 

Expenses  of  $11,000  by  the 
Southeastern  Potato  Committee  are 
authorized,  and  an  assessment  rate  of 
$0.0075  per  hundredweight  of 
assessable  potatoes  is  established  for  die 
fiscal  period  ending  May  31, 1995. 
Unexpended  funds  may  be  carried  over 
as  a  reserve. 

Dated:  May  20, 1994. 

Eric  M.  Forman, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 
|FR  Doc.  94-12883  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  COOC  3410-02-P 


7  CFR  Part  948 

[Docket  No.  FV94-948-1IFR1 

Irish  Potatoes  Grown  in  Colorado; 
Expenses  and  Assessment  Rate 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Interim  final  rule  with  request 
for  comments. 


SUMMARY:  This  interim  final  rule 
authorizes  expenditures  and  estahlishcs 
an  assessment  rate  under  Marketing 
Order  No.  948  for  the  1994-95  fiscal 
period.  Authorization  of  this  budget 
enables  the  Colorado  Potato 
Administrative  Committee,  Northern 
Colorado  Office  (Area  III)  (Committee) 
to  incur  expenses  that  are  reasonable 
and  necessary  to  administer  the 
program.  Funds  to  administer  this 
program  are  derived  from  assessments 
on  handlers. 

OATES:  Eff'ective  July  1, 1994,  through 
June  30, 1995.  Comments  received  by 
June  27, 1994,  will  be  considered  prior 
to  issuance  of  a  final  rule. 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  written  comments 
concerning  this  interim  final  rule. 
Comments  must  be  sent  In  triplicate  to 
the  Docket  Clerk,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  AMS,  USDA,  P.O.  Box  96456, 
room  2523-S,  Washington,  DC  20090- 
6456,  FAX  202-720-5698.  Comments 
should  reference  the  docket  number  and 
the  date  and  page  number  of  this  issue 
of  the  Federal  Register  and  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Office  of  the  Docket  Clerk  during  regular 
business  hours. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Martha  Sue  Clark,  Marketing  Order 
Administration  Branch,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  AMS,  USDA,  P.O. 
Box  96456,  room  2523-S,  Washington, 
DC  20090-6456,  telephone  202-720- 
9918,  or  Dermis  L.  West,  Northwest 
Marketing  Field  Office,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  AMS,  USDA,  Green- 
Wyatt  Federal  Building,  room  369, 1220 
Southwest  Third  Avenue,  Portland,  OR 
97204,  telephone  503-326-2724. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  rule 
is  issued  under  Marketing  Agreement 
No.  97  and  Marketing  Order  No.  948. 
both  as  amended  (7  CFR  part  948), 
regulating  the  handling  of  Irish  potatoes 
grown  in  Colorado.  The  marketing 
agreement  and  order  are  effective  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Act. 

The  Department  is  issuing  this  rule  in 
conformance  with  Executive  Order 
12866. 
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This  interim  final  rule  has  been 
reviewed  under  Executive  Order  12778, 
Civil  Justice  Reform.  Under  Jthe 
marketing  order  now  In  effect,  Colorado 
potatoes  are  subject  to  assessments. 
Funds  to  administer  the  Colorado  potato 
marketing  order  are  derived  from  such 
assessments.  It  is  intended  that  the 
assessment  rate  as  issued  herein  will  be 
applicable  to  all  assessable  potatoes 
during  the  1994-95  fiscal  period,  which 
begins  July  1, 1994,  and  ends  June  30. 
1995.  Ihis  interim  final  rule  will  not 
preempt  any  State  or  local  laws, 
regulations,  or  policies,  imless  they 
present  an  irreconcilable  conflict  with 
this  rule. 

The  Act  provides  that  administrative 
proceedings  must  be  exhausted  before 
parties  may  file  suit  in  court.  Under 
section  8c(15)(A)  of  the  Act,  any  handler 
subject  to  an  order  may  file  with  the 
Secretary  a  petition  stating  that  the 
order,  any  provision  of  the  order,  or  any 
obligation  imposed  in  connection  with 
the  order  is  not  in  accordance  with  law 
and  requesting  a  modification  of  the 
order  or  to  be  exempted  therefrom.  Such 
handler  is  afforded  the  opportunity  for 
a  hearing  on  the  petition.  After  the 
hearing  the  Secretary  would  rule  on  the 
petition.  The  Act  provides  that  the 
district  court  of  the  United  States  in  any 
district  in  which  the  handier  is  an 
inhabitant,  or  has  his  or  her  principal 
place  of  business,  has  jurisdiction  in 
equity  to  review  the  Secretary’s  ruling 
on  the  petition,  provided  a  bill  in  equity 
is  filed  not  later  than  20  days  after  the 
date  of  the  entry  of  the  ruling. 

Pursuant  to  requirements  set  forth  in 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (RFA),  the 
Administrator  of  the  Agricultura'l 
Marketing  Service  (AMS)  has 
considered  the  economic  impact  of  this 
rule  on  small  entities. 

The  purpose  of  the  RFA  is  to  fit 
regulatory  actions  to  the  scale  of 
business  subject  to  such  actions  in  order 
that  small  biisinesses  will  not  be  unduly 
or  disproportionately  burdened. 
Marketing  orders  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Act.  and  the  rules  issued  thereunder,  are 
unique  in  that  they  are  brought  about 
dirough  group  action  of  essentially 
small  entities  acting  on  their  own 
behalf.  Thus,  both  statutes  have  small 
entity  orientation  and  compatibility. 

There  are  approximately  85  producers 
of  Colorado  Area  ID  potatoes  under  the 
marketing  order  and  approximately  15 
handlers.  Small  agricultural  producers 
have  been  defined  by  the  Small 
Business  Administration  (13  CFR 
121.601)  as  those  having  annual  receipts 
of  less  than  $500,000,  and  small 
agricultural  service  firms  are  defined  as 
those  whose  annual  receipts  are  less 
than  $5,000,000.  The  majority  of 


Colorado  Area  III  potato  producers  and 
handlers  may  be  classifi^  as  small 
entities. 

The  budget  of  expenses  for  the  1994- 
95  fiscal  period  was  prepared  by  the 
Colorado  Potato  Administrative 
Conunittee,  Northern  Colorado  Office 
(Area  III),  the  agency  responsible  for 
local  administration  of  the  mari^eting 
order,  and  submitted  to  the  Department 
for  approval.  The  members  of  the 
Committee  are  producers  and  handlers 
of  Colorado  Area  III  potatoes.  They  are 
familiar  with  the  Committee’s  needs  and 
with  the  costs  for  goods  and  services  in 
their  local  area  and  are  thus  in  a 
position  to  formulate  em  appropriate 
budget.  The  budget  was  formulated  and 
discussed  in  a  public  meeting.  Thus,  all 
directly  affected  persons  have  had  an 
opportunity  to  participate  and  provide 
input. 

The  assessment  rate  recommended  by 
the  Committee  was  derived  by  dividing 
anticipated  expenses  by  expected 
shipments  of  Colorado  Area  III  potatoes. 
Because  that  rate  wrill  be  applied  to 
actual  shipments,  it  must  be  established 
at  a  rate  that  will  provide  sufficient 
income  to  pay  the  Committee’s 
expenses. 

In  Colorado,  both  a  State  and  a 
Federal  marketing  order  operate 
simultaneously.  The  State  order 
authorizes  promotion,  including  paid 
advertising,  which  the  Federal  order 
does  not.  All  expenses  in  this  category 
are  financed  under  the  State  order.  The 
jointly  operated  programs  consume 
about  equal  administrative  time  and  the 
two  orders  continue  to  split 
administrative  costs  equally. 

The  Committee  met  on  April  14, 1994, 
and  unanimously  recommended  a 
1994-95  budget  of  $24,325,  $7,474  more 
than  the  previous  year.  Increases  in  the 
Federal  portion  of  the  administrative 
budget  include  $200  for  Committee 
meetings,  $450  for  Committee  mileage, 
$50  for  insurance  and  bond,  $2,860  for 
the  manager’s  salary,  $620  for  medical 
insurance,  $1,750  for  office  equipment, 
$500  for  office  supplies,  $219  for  payroll 
taxes,  $200  for  telephone,  $250  for 
miscellaneous,  $125  for  manager’s 
expense,  and  $250  for  Federal  meetings. 

The  major  expense  item  is  $11,500  for 
the  manager’s  salary.  The  actual  salary 
will  be  $10,781.50,  based  on  nine 
months  full-time  work  and  three  months 
at  three-quarter  time.  An  additional 
$718.50  was  budgeted  to  have  available 
and  wrill  only  be  spent  if  the  workload 
necessitates  full-time  work. 

The  Committee  also  unanimously 
recommended  an  assessment  rate  of 
$0.02  per  hundredweight,  the  same  as 
last  season.  This  rate,  when  applied  to 
anticipated  potato  shipments  of 


1,476,750  hundredweight,  wrill  yield 
$29,535  in  assessment  income,  which  is 
adequate  to  cover  budgeted  expenses. 
Funds  in  the  reserve  at  the  beriming  of 
the  1994-95  fiscal  period,  estimated  at 
$31,113,  will  be  writhin  the  maximum 
permitted  by  the  order  of  two  fiscal 
periods’  expenses. 

While  this  action  will  impose  some 
additional  costs  on  handlers,  the  costs 
are  in  the  form  of  uniform  assessments 
on  all  handlers.  Some  of  the  additional 
costs  may  be  {>assed  on  to  producers. 
However,  these  costs  will  be  offset  by 
the  benefits  derived  by  the  operation  of 
the  marketing  order.  'Therefore,  the 
Administrator  of  the  AMS  has 
determined  that  this  action  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on 
a  substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
material  presented,  including  the 
information  and  recommendation 
submitted  by  the  Committee  and  other 
available  information,  it  is  hereby  found 
that  this  rule,  as  hereinafter  set  forth, 
will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  Act. 

Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C  553,  it  is  also 
found  and  determined  upon  good  cause 
that  it  is  impracticable,  unnecessary, 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest  to 
give  preliminary  notice  prior  to  putting 
this  rule  into  effect,  and  that  good  cause 
exists  for  not  postponing  the  effective 
date  of  this  action  until  30  days  after 
publication  In  the  Federal  Register 
because:  (1)  The  Committee  needs  to 
have  sufficient  funds  to  pay  its  expenses 
which  are  incurred  on  a  continuous 
basis;  (2)  the  fiscal  period  begins  on  July 
1, 1994,  and  the  majrketing  order 
requires  that  the  rate  of  assessment  for 
the  fiscal  period  apply  to  all  assessable 
potatoes  handled  diming  the  fiscal 
period:  (3)  handlers  are  aware  of  this 
action  which  was  unanimously 
recommended  by  the  Committee  at  a 
public  meeting  and  is  similar  to  other 
budget  actions  issued  in  past  years;  and 
(4)  this  interim  final  rule  provides  a  30- 
day  comment  period,  and  all  comments 
timely  received  wall  be  considered  prior 
to  finalization  of  this  rule. 

List  of  Subjects  in  7  CFR  Part  948 

Marketing  agreements.  Potatoes, 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble.  7  CFR  part  948  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  948— IRISH  POTATOES  GROWN 
IN  COLORADO 

1.  'The  authority  citation  for  7  CFR 
part  948  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority.  7  U.S.C.  601-674. 
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2.  A  new  §  946.211  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

Note:  This  section  will  not  appear  in  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

§  948.21 1  Expenses  and  assessment  rate. 

Expenses  of  $^4,325  by  the  Colorado 
Potato  Administrative  Committee, 
Northern  Colorado  Office  (Area  Cl)  are 
authorized,  and  an  assessment  rate  of 
$0.02  per  hundredweight  of  assessable 
potatoes  is  established  for  the  fiscal 
period  ending  June  30, 1995. 
Unexpended  funds  may  be  carried  over 
as  a  reserve. 

Dated:  May  20, 1994. 

Eric  M.  FormaQ. 

Dvputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Dixision. 
IFR  Doc.  94-12881  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  3410-02-P 


7  CFR  Part  989 

[Docket  No.  FV94-889-21FR] 

Raisins  Produced  From  Grapes  Grown 
in  Caiifomla;  Reapportionment  of 
Independent  Handier  Representation 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Interim  final  rule  with  request 
for  comments. 

SUMMARY:  This  interim  final  rule  revises 
the  administrative  rules  and  regulations 
established  under  the  Federal  marketing 
order  for  raisins  produced  from  grapes 
grown  in  California.  This  rule 
reapportions  the  representation 
established  for  independent  and  small 
cooperative  marketing  association 
handlers  on  the  Raisin  Administrative 
Committee  (Committee),  to  provide  for 
more  equitable  representation.  This  rule 
is  based  on  a  unanimous 
recommendation  of  the  Committee, 
which  is  responsible  for  local 
administration  of  the  order. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  interim  final  rule  is 
effective  May  26, 1994.  Comments 
which  are  received  by  June  27, 1994 
will  be  considered  prior  to  any 
finalization  of  this  interim  final  rule. 
ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  written  comments 
concerning  this  interim  final  rule. 
Comments  must  be  sent  in  triplicate  to 
tliB  Docket  Clerk,  Marketing  Order 
Administration  Branch,  F&V,  AMS, 
USDA.  Room  2523-S.  P.O.  Box  96456, 
Washington.  DC  20090-6456,  FAX 
niunber  (202)  720-5698.  Comments 
should  reference  this  docket  number 
and  the  date  and  page  number  of  this 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register  and  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 


Office  of  the  Docket  Clerk  during  regular 
business  hours. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATKM  CONTACT: 
Richard  P.  Van  Diest  or  Peter  I.  Parks. 
Marketing  Specialists,  California 
Marketing  Field  Office,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  AMS,  USDA,  2202 
Monterey  Street,  Suite  102B,  Fresno, 
California  93721;  telephone;  (209)  487- 
5901.  or  FAX  (209)  487-5906;  or  Valerie 
L.  Emmer,  Mariceting  Specialist, 
Marketing  Order  Administration 
Branch.  F&V,  AMS,  USDA,  Room  2523- 
S,  P.O.  Box  96456,  Washington,  IX; 
20090-6456;  Telephone:  (202)  205- 
2829,  or  FAX  (202)  720-5698. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
interim  final  rule  is  issued  under 
Marketing  Agreement  and  Order  No. 

989  (7  CFR  Part  989],  both  as  amended, 
regulating  the  handling  of  raisins 
produced  from  grapes  grown  in 
C.aLifomia.  The  order  is  effective  imder 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  [7  U.S.C.  601- 
674],  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
“Act.” 

The  Department  of  Agriculture 
(Department)  Is  issuing  this  rule  in 
conformance  with  Executive  Order 
12866. 

This  rule  has  been  reviewed  under 
Executive  Order  12778,  Civil  Justice 
Reform.  It  is  not  intended  to  have  any 
retroactive  effect.  This  action  will  not 
preempt  any  state  or  local  laws, 
regulations,  or  policies,  unless  they 
present  an  irreconcilable  conflict  with 
this  rule. 

The  Act  provides  that  administrative 
proceedings  must  be  exhausted  before 
parties  may  file  suit  in  court.  Under 
section  8c(l5)(A)  of  the  Act.  any  handler 
subject  to  an  order  may  file  with  the 
Secretary  a  petition  stating  that  the 
order,  any  provision  of  the  order,  or  any 
obligation  iniposed  in  connection  with 
the  order  is  not  in  accordance  with  law 
and  requesting  a  modification  of  the 
order  or  to  be  exempted  therefrom.  A 
handler  is  afforded  the  opportimity  for 
a  bearing  on  the  petition.  After  a  hearing 
the  Secretary  would  rule  on  the  petition. 
The  Act  provides  that  the  district  court 
of  the  United  States  in  any  district  in 
which  the  handler  is  an  inhabitant,  or 
has  his  or  her  principal  place  of 
business,  has  jurisdiction  in  equity  to 
review  the  Secretary’s  ruling  on  the 
petition,  provided  a  bill  in  equity  is 
filed  not  later  than  20  days  after  the  date 
of  entry  of  the  ruling. 

Pursuant  to  requirements  set  forth  in 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (RFA),  the 
Administrator  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service  (AMS)  has 
consider^  the  economic  impact  of  this 
action  on  small  entities. 


The  purpose  of  the  RFA  is  to  fit 
regulatory  actions  to  the  scale  of 
business  sirb)ect  to  such  actions  in  order 
that  small  businesses  will  not  be  unduly 
or  disproportionately  burdened. 
Marketing  orders  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Act,  and  rules  Issued  thereunder,  are 
unique  in  that  they  are  brought  about 
through  group  action  of  essentially 
small  entities  acting  on  their  own 
behalf.  Thus,  both  statutes  have  small 
entity  orientation  and  compatibility- 

There  are  approximately  20  handlers 
of  California  raisins  who  are  subject  to 
regulation  under  the  raisin  marketing 
order,  and  approximately  5,000 
producers  in  the  regulated  area.  Small 
agricultural  producers  have  been 
defined  by  the  Small  Business 
Administration  (13  CFR  121.601)  as 
those  having  aimual  receipts  of  less  than 
$500,000,  and  small  agricultural  service 
firms  are  defined  as  those  whose  annual 
receipts  are  less  than  $3,500,000.  A 
majority  of  producers  and  a  minority  of 
handlers  of  California  raisins  may  be 
classified  as  small  entities. 

This  interim  final  rule  reapportions 
the  Committee  representation 
established  for  independent  and  small 
cooperdtive  marketing  association 
handlers  on  the  Committee.  This 
interim  rule  provides  for  broader 
independent  handler/small  cooperative 
handler  representation  on  the 
Committee  to  reflect  the  different 
handler  segments  in  the  raisin  indu.stry. 
The  change  will  not  impose  any 
additional  regulatory,  informational,  or 
cost  requirements  on  handlers  or 
producers. 

This  action  revises  Section  989.126  of 
Subpart — Administrative  Rules  and 
Regulations  and  is  based  on  a 
unanimous  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  and  other  available 
information. 

Section  989.28  of  the  order  provides 
that  the  Committee  shall  consist  of  47 
members,  of  whom  35  shall  represent 
producers,  10  shall  represent  handlers, 

1  shall  represent  the  cooperative 
bargaining  association,  and  1  shall  lx:  a 
public  member.  The  10  handler 
positions  are  allocated  between:  (1) 
Cooperative  marketing  associations, 
each  of  which  acquir^  not  less  than  10 
percent  of  the  total  raisin  acquisitions 
during  the  preceding  crop  year  (referred 
to  as  major  cooperative  handlers);  and 
(2)  independent  handlers  and  small 
cooperative  marketing  associations;  i.e., 
those  who  acquired  less  than  10  percent 
of  the  total  raisin  acquisitions  during 
the  preceding  crop  year.  Currently,  there 
is  one  cooperative  in  group  (1)  engaged 
in  handling  raisins.  That  handler  is 
allocated  three  positions  on  the 
Committee.  Group  (2)  handlers  are 
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allocated  seven  positions.  The 
allocation  of  members  between  the  two 
handler  groups  is  based  on  the 
provisions  specified  in  paragraph  (d)  of 
§989.26. 

Section  989.126(b)  of  the 
Administrative  Rules  and  Regulations 
currently  provides  for  independent  and 
small  cooperative  handler 
representation  on  the  Committee  as 
follows: 

(1)  Two  members  selected  from  and 
representing  the  four  handlers)  other 
than  major  cooperative  handler(s)  who 
acquired  the  largest  percentage  of  the 
total  raisin  acquisitions  during  the 
preceding  crop  year; 

(2)  Two  members  selected  from  and 
representing  the  six  h^mdlers  other  than 
major  cooperative  marketing  association 
handler(s)  who  acquired  the  next  largest 
percentage  of  the  total  raisin 
acquisitions  during  the  preceding  crop 
year;  and 

(3)  The  remaining  member(s)  selected 
from  and  representing  all  other 
handlers,  including  small  cooperative 
marketing  association  handler(s)  and  all 
processors. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  interim  final 
rule,  category  (1)  is  referred  to  as  the 
"large-sized  handler”  group,  category 
(2)  is  referred  to  as  the  “medium-sized 
handler”  group,  and  category  (3)  is 
referred  to  as  the  “all  other  handler” 
group.  The  number  of  handlers  in  the 
“all  other  handler”  group  has  decreased 
from  10  to  7  since  the  1990-91  crop 
year.  Also,  during  the  1992-93  crop 
year,  the  “medium-sized  handler”  group 
acquired  more  than  four  times  the 
tonnage  acquired  by  the  “all  other 
handler”  group. 

On  the  basis  of  this  information,  the 
Committee  imanimously  recommended 
on  March  9, 1994,  that  one  handler 
position  be  moved  from  the  “all  other 
handler”  group  to  the  “medium-sized 
handler”  group.  The  current  and 
recommended  independent  handler/ 
small  cooperative  handler 
representation,  are  shown  as  follows: 


Independent  handler/small 
cooperative  handler  cat¬ 
egory 

Representation 

Current 

Rec- 

om- 

mend- 

ed 

Largest  4  Handlers . 

2 

2 

Next  Largest  6  Handlers  .. 

2 

3 

Remaining  Handlers . 

3 

2 

The  shift  in  membership  recognizes 
the  relative  importance  of  the  “large¬ 
sized  handler,”  “medium-sized 
handler,”  and  “all  other  handler 
groups,”  and  will  provide  an 
opportunity  for  the  ten  largest 


independent/small  cooperative  handlers 
to  be  represented  on  the  Committee 
either  as  a  member  or  as  an  alternate 
member.  The  “all  other  handler”  group 
Vkill  be  eligible  to  nominate  two 
members  and  two  alternate  members. 

Based  on  the  above,  the  Administrator 
of  the  AMS  has  determined  that  this 
interim  final  rule  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  niunber  of  small  entities. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
information  presented,  including  the 
Committee’s  unanimous 
recommendation  and  other  available 
information,  it  is  found  that  this 
regulation,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  Act. 

Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is  also 
found  and  determined  that,  upon  good 
cause,  it  is  impracticable,  unnecessary, 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest  to 
give  preliminary  notice  prior  to  putting 
this  rule  into  effect,  and  that  goc^  cause 
exists  for  not  postponing  the  effective 
date  of  this  action  imtil  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
because:  (1)  The  1994-96  term  of  office 
begins  May  1, 1994,  and  this  action 
should  be  effective  as  soon  as  possible 
so  that  these  positions  can  be  filled  as 
close  to  May  1, 1994,  as  possible;  (2) 
this  action  does  not  impose  additional 
regulatory  requirements  on  handlers  or 
producers  and,  therefore,  neither 
handlers  nor  producers  need  additional 
time  to  comply;  (3)  the  industry  is  aware 
of  this  action,  which  was  unanimously 
recommended  by  the  Committee  at  an 
open  meeting;  and  (4)  this  rule  provides 
a  30-day  comment  period  and  any 
comments  received  will  be  considered 
prior  to  finalization  of  this  rule. 

List  of  Subjects  in  7  CFR  Part  989 

Crapes,  Marketing  agreements. 
Raisins,  Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  7  CFR  part  989  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  989— RAISINS  PRODUCED 
FROM  GRAPES  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  7  CFR 
part  989  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  7  U.S.C.  601-674. 

2.  Section  989.126  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (b)  introductory  text 
and  (b)(2)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  989.1 26  Representation  of  the 
Committee. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(b)  Pursuant  to  section  989.26(d)  and 
commencing  with  the  term  of  office 


beginning  May  1, 1994,  apportionment 
of  the  independent  and  small 
cooperative  marketing  association 
handlers  shall  be: 

(!•)**• 

(2)  Three  members  selected  from  and 
representing  the  six  handlers  other  than 
major  cooperative  marketing  association 
handler(s)  who  acquired  the  next  largest 
percentage  of  the  total  raisin 
acquisitions  during  the  preceding  crop 
year;  and 

(3) *  *  * 

Dated:  May  20, 1994. 

Eric  M.  Forman, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 
|FR  Doc.  94-12884  Piled  5-25-94;  8:45  .iml 
BILUNQ  CODE  3410-02-P 


7  CFR  Part  989 

(FV94-989-1FIR1 

Raisins  Produced  From  Grapes  Grown 
in  California;  Final  Free  and  Reserve 
Percentages  for  the  1993-94  Crop  Year 
for  Natural  (Sun-Dried)  Seedless 
Raisins 

AGENCY;  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of 
Agriculture  (Department)  is  adopting  as 
a  final  rule,  without  change,  the 
provisions  of  an  interim  final  rule  that 
established  final  free  and  reserve 
percentages  for  1993  crop  Natural  (sun- 
dried)  Seedless  raisins.  The  percentages 
are  74  percent  free  and  26  percent 
reserve.  These  percentages  help  stabilize 
supplies  and  prices  and  counter  the 
destabilizing  effects  of  the  burdensome 
oversupply  situation  facing  the  raisin 
industry.  This  rule  was  unanimously 
recommended  by  the  Raisin 
Administrative  Committee  (Committee), 
which  is  responsible  for  local 
administration  of  the  marketing  order. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  27,  1994. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  Van  Diest,  Marketing  Specialist, 
California  Marketing  Field  Office,  Fruit 
and  Vegetable  Division,  AMS,  USDA. 
2202  Monterey  Street,  suite  102B, 
Fresno,  California  93721;  telephone: 
(209)  487-5901  or  Richard  Lower, 
Marketing  Specialist,  Marketing  Order 
Administration  Branch,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  AMS,  USDA,  room 
2523-S,  P.O.  Box  96456,  Washington, 
DC  20090-6456;  telephone:  (202)  720- 
2020. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  final 
rule  is  issued  under  marketing 
agreement  and  Order  No.  989  [7  CFR 
Part  989),  both  as  amended,  regulating 
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the  handling  of  raisins  produced  hom 
grapes  grovvrn  in  California,  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  “order."  The  order  is 
effective  imder  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674],  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  “Act.” 

The  Department  of  Agriculture 
(Department)  is  issuing  this  rule  in 
conformance  with  Executive  Order 
12866. 

This  final  rule  has  been  reviewed 
under  Executive  Order  12778,  Civil 
Justice  Reform.  Under  the  marketing 
order  provisions  now  in  effect,  final  free 
and  reserve  percentages  may  be 
established  for  raisins  acquired  by 
handlers  during  the  crop  year.  This 
action  finalizes  final  free  and  reserve 
percentages  for  Natural  (sun-dried) 
Seedless  raisins  for  the  1993-94  crop 
year,  beginning  August  1, 1993,  through 
July  31, 1994.  This  final  rule  will  not 
preempt  any  State  or  local  laws, 
regulations,  or  policies,  unless  they 
present  an  irreconcilable  conflict  with 
this  rule. 

The  Act  provides  that  administrative 
proceetlings  must  be  exhausted  before 
parties  may  file  suit  in  court.  Under 
section  608c(15)(A)  of  the  Act,  any 
handler  subject  to  an  order  may  file 
with  the  Secretary  a  petition  stating  that 
the  order,  any  provision  of  the  order,  or 
any  obligation  imposed  in  connection 
with  the  order  is  not  in  accordance  with 
law  and  requesting  a  modification  of  the 
order  or  to  be  exempt  therefrom.  Such 
handler  is  afforded  the  opportunity  for 
a  hearing  on  the  petition.  After  the 
hearing,  the  Secretary  would  rule  on  the 
petition.  The  Act  provides  that  the 
district  court  of  the  United  Stales  in  any 
district  in  which  the  handler  i.s  an 
inhabitant,  or  has  his/her  principal 
place  of  business,  has  jurisdiction  in 
equity  to  review  the  Secretary’s  ruling 
on  the  petition,  provided  a  bill  in  equity 
is  filed  not  latcf  than  20  days  after  the 
date  of  the  entry  of  the  ruling. 

Pursuant  to  requirements  set  forth  in 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (RFA),  the 
Administrator  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service  (AMS)  has 
considered  the  economic  impact  of  this 
action  on  small  entities. 

The  purpose  of  the  RFA  is  to  fit 
regulatory  actions  to  the  scale  of 
business  subject  to  such  actions  in  order 
that  small  businesses  will  not  be  unduly 
or  disproportionately  burdened. 
Marketing  orders  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Act,  and  rules  issued  thereunder,  are 
unique  in  that  they  are  brought  about 
through  group  action  of  essentially 
small  entities  acting  on  their  own 
behalf.  Thus,  both  statutes  have  small 
entity  orientation  and  compatibility. 


There  are  approximately  20  handlers 
of  California  raisins  who  are  subject  to 
regulation  under  the  raisin  marketing 
order,  and  approximately  5,000 
producers  in  the  regulat^  area.  Small 
agricultural  producers  have  been 
defined  by  the  Small  Business 
Administration  [13  CFR  121.601)  as 
those  having  aimual  receipts  of  less  than 
$500,000,  and  small  agricultural  service 
firms  are  defined  as  those  whose  annual 
receipts  are  less  than  $5,000,000.  A 
majority  of  producers  and  a  minority  of 
handlers  of  California  raisins  may  be 
classified  as  small  entities. 

An  interim  final  rule  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  March  17, 

1994  [59  FR  12528],  with  an  effedtive 
date  of  March  17, 1994.  That  rule 
established  final  &:ee  and  reserve 
percentages  for  Natural  (sun-dried) 
Seedless  raisins  for  the  1993-94  crop 
year.  The  percentages  were  established 
in  a  new  section  989.246  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  in  effect  under  the 
marketing  order.  That  rule  provided  a 
30-day  comment  period  which  ended 
April  18, 1994.  No  comments  were 
received. 

The  order  prescribes  procedures  for 
computing  trade  demands  and 
preliminary  and  final  percentages  that 
establish  the  amount  of  raisins  that  can 
be  marketed  throughout  the  season.  The 
regulations  apply  to  all  handlers  of 
California  raisins.  Raisins  in  the  free 
percentage  category  may  be  shipped 
immediately  to  any  market,  while 
reserv'e  raisins  must  be  held  by  handlers 
in  a  reserv'e  pool  for  the  account  of  the 
Committee,  which  is  responsible  for 
local  administration  of  the  order.  Under 
the  order,  reserv'e  raisins  may  be;  Sold 
at  a  later  date  by  the  Committ^  to 
handlers  for  free  use;  used  in  diversion 
programs:  exported  to  authorized 
countries:  carried  over  as  a  hedge 
against  a  short  crop  the  following  year: 
or  disposed  of  in  other  outlets 
noncompetitive  with  those  for  free 
tonnage  raisins.  While  this  rule  may 
restrict  the  amount  of  Natural  (sun- 
dried)  Seedless  raisins  that  enter 
domestic  markets,  final  fi^e  and  reserve 
percentages  are  intended  to  lessen  the 
impact  of  the  oversupply  situation 
facing  the  industry  and  promote 
stronger  marketing  conditions,  thus 
stabilizing  prices  and  supplies  and 
improving  grower  returns.  In  addition  to 
the  quantity  of  raisins  released  under 
the  preliminary  percentages  and  the 
final  percentages,  the  order  specifies 
methods  to  make  available  additional 
raisins  to  handlers  by  requiring  sales  of 
reserve  pool  raisins  for  use  as  free 
tonnage  raisins  under  “10  plus  10" 
offers,  and  authorizing  sales  of  reserve 
raisins  under  certain  conditions. 


The  Department’s  “Guidelines  for 
Fruit,  Vegetable,  and  Specialty  Crop 
Marketing  Orders”  specifies  that  110 
percent  of  recent  years*  sales  should  be 
made  available  to  primary  markets  each 
season  before  recommendations  for 
volume  regulation  are  approved.  This 
goal  is  met  by  the  establishment  of  a 
final  percentage  which  releases  100 
percent  of  the  computed  trade  demand 
and  the  additional  release  of  reserve 
raisins  to  handlers  under  “10  plus  10” 
offers.  The  “10  plus  10”  offers  are  two 
simultaneous  offers  of  reserve  pool 
raisins  which  are  made  available  to 
handlers  each  season.  For  each  such 
offer,  a  quantity  of  raisins  equal  to  10 
percent  of  the  prior  year’s  shipments  is 
made  available  for  free  use. 

Pursuant  to  §  989.54(a)  of  the  order, 
the  Committee  which  is  responsible  for 
local  administration  of  the  order,  met  on 
August  16, 1993,  to  review  shipment 
and  inventory  data,  and  other  mutters 
relating  to  the  supplies  of  raisins  of  all 
varietal  t>'pes.  The  Committee  computed 
a  trade  demand  for  each  varietal  type  for 
which  a  free  tonnage  percentage  might 
be  reconunended.  The  trade  demand  is 
90  percent  of  the  prior  year’s  shipments 
of  ftee  tonnage  and  reserve  tonnage 
raisins  sold  for.firee  use  for  each  varietal 
type  into  all  market  outlets,  adjusted  by 
subtracting  the  carryin  of  each  varietal 
type  on  August  1  of  the  emrent  crop 
year  and  by  adding  to  the  trade  demand 
the  desirable  carryout  for  each  varietal 
type  at  the  end  of  that  crop  year.  As 
specified  in  §989.154,  the  desirable 
carryout  for  each  varietal  type  shall  be 
equal  to  the  shipments  of  free  tonnage 
raisins  of  the  prior  crop  year  during  the 
months  of  August.  September,  and  one 
half  of  October.  If  the  prior  year’s 
shipments  are  limited  because  of  crop 
conditions,  the  total  shipments  during 
that  period  of  time  during  one  of  the 
three  years  preceding  the  prior  crop  year 
may  be  used.  In  accordance  with  these 
provisions,  the  Committee  computed 
and  announced  a  1993-94  trade  demand 
of  282,909  tons  for  Natural  (sun-dried) 
Seedless  raisins. 

As  required  under  section  989.54(b)  of 
the  order,  the  Committee  met  on 
October  5, 1993,  and  computed  and 
announced  a  preliminary  crop  estimate 
and  preliminary  fi-ee  and  reserve 
percentages  for  Natural  (sun-dried) 
Seedless  raisins  which  released  85 
percent  of  the  trade  demand  since  field 
prices  had  been  established.  The 
preliminary  crop  estimate  and 
preliminary  free  and  reserve  percentages 
were  as  follows:  387,947  tons,  and  62 
percent  free  and  38  percent  reserve. 

Also  at  that  meeting,  the  Committee 
computed  and  announced  preliminary 
crop  estimates  and  preliminary  free  and 
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reserve  percentages  for  Dipped  Seedless, 
Oleate  and  Related  Seedless,  Golden 
Seedless,  Zante  Currant,  Sultana, 

Muscat,  Monukka,  and  Other  Seedless 
raisins.  On  November  15, 1993,  the 
Committee  decided  that  volume  control 
percentages  only  were  warranted  for 
Natural  (sun-dried)  Seedless  raisins, 
which  would  rem^n  at  62  percent  free 
and  38  percent  reserve.  It  determined 
that  the  supplies  of  the  other  varietal 
types  would  be  less  than  or  close 
enough  to  the  computed  trade  demands 
for  each  of  these  varietals  or  could  be 
substituted  to  relieve  anticipated 
shortages  in  some  size  ranges  of  Natural 
(sun-dried)  Seedless  raisins  used  for 
baking.  In  view  of  these  factors,  volume 
control  percentages  would  not  be 
necessary  to  maintain  market  stability. 

Pursuant  to  §  989.54(c),  the 
Committee  may  adopt  interim  free  and 
reserve  percentages.  Interim  percentages 
may  release  less  than  the  computed 
trade  demand  for  each  varietal  type. 
Interim  p)ercentages  for  Natural  (sun- 
dried)  .Seedless  raisins  of  73.75  percent 
free  and  26.25  percent  reserve  were 
computed  and  announced  on  January 
13, 1994.  That  action  released  most,  but 
not  all,  of  the  computed  trade  demand 
for  Natural  (sim-dried)  Seedless  raisins. 

Under  §  989.54(d)  of  the  order,  the 
Committee  is  required  to  recommend  to 
the  Secretary,  no  later  than  February  15 
of  each  crop  year,  final  free  and  reser\’e 
percentages  which,  when  applied  to  the 
final  production  estimate  of  a  varietal 
type,  will  tend  to  release  the  full  trade 
demand  for  any  varietal  typ)e. 

The  Committee’s  final  estimate  of 
1993-94  production  of  Natural  (sun- 
dried)  Seedless  raisins  is  384,501  tons. 
Dividing  the  computed  trade  demand  of 
282,909  tons  by  the  final  estimate  of 
production  results  in  a  final  free 
percentage  of  74  percent  and  a  final 
reserve  percentage  of  26  percent. 

Based  on  available  information,  the 
Administrator  of  the  AMS  has 
determined  that  the  issuance  of  this 
final  rule  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
information  presented,  including  the 
Committee’s  recommendations  and 
other  information,  it  is  found  that 
finalizing  the  interim  final  rule,  without 
change,  as  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  17, 1994  (59  FR 
12528),  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  Act. 

List  of  Subjects  in  7  CFR  Part  989 

Grapes,  Marketing  agreements. 
Raisins,  Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 


For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  7  CFR  part  989  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  98^RAISINS  PRODUCED 
FROM  GRAPES  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  7  CFR 
part  989  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  7  U.S.C.  601-674. 

2.  Accordingly,  the  interim  final  rule 
adding  §  989.246,  which  was  published 
at  59  FR  12528  on  March  17, 1994,  is 
adopted  as  a  final  rule  without  change. 

Dated:  May  20, 1994. 

Eric  M.  Forman, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 
|FR  Doc.  94-12886  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  3410-02-P 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 
8  CFR  Part  204 
PNS  No.  1436-94] 

RIN  1115-AC71 

Immigrant  Petitions;  Religious 
Workers 

AGENCY:  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service. 

ACTION:  Interim  rule  with  request  for 
comments. 

SUMMARY:  This  interim  rule  amends  the 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 
(Service)  regulations  by  providing  that 
all  persons,  other  than  ministers, 
immigrating  to  the  United  States  as 
religious  workers,  must  immigrate  or 
adjust  status  to  permanent  residence 
before  October  1, 1994.  This  interim 
rule  implements  section  101(a)(27)(C)(ii) 
of  the  Immigration  and  Nationality  Act 
(Act)  which  provides  that  religious 
workers  who  have  two  years  of 
membership  and  experience  in  a 
religious  occupation  or  vocation  qualify 
as  special  immigrant  religious  workers. 
By  statute,  this  immigrant  category  for 
religious  workers  expires  on  October  1, 
1994.  This  rule  codifies,  in  regulatory^ 
form,  the  October  1, 1994,  statutory 
deadline. 

DATES:  This  rule  is  effective  May  26, 
1994.  Written  comments  must  be 
submitted  on  or  before  June  27, 1994. 
ADDRESSES:  Please  submit  written 
comments,  in  triplicate,  to  the  Records 
Systems  Division,  Director,  Policy 
Directives  and  Instructions  Branch, 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service, 
425  I  Street  NW.,  room  5307, 


Washington,  DC  20536.  To  ensure 
proper  handling  please  reference  INS 
No.  1436-94  on  your  correspondence. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Michael  W.  Straus,  Senior  Immigration 
Examiner,  Adjudications  Division, 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service, 
425  I  Street  NW.,  room  7122, 
Washington.  DC  20536,  telephone  (202) 
514-5014. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
151(a)  of  the  Immigration  Act  of  1990 
(IMMACT),  Public  Law  101-649, 
November  29, 1990,  created  a  new 
special  immigrant  category  for  religious 
workers  and  ministers  by  amending 
section  101(a)(27)(C)  of  the  Act.  In  order 
to  qualify  as  a  minister,  the  applicant 
must  be  an  ordained  minister  of  a 
religious  denomination  and  have  carried 
on  the  vocation  of  minister  during  the 
two  years  immediately  preceding  the 
application  for  admission.  Section 
101(a)(27)(C)  also  provides  for  special 
immigrant  status  for  persons,  other  than 
ministers,  who  will  work  in  a  religious 
occupation  or  vocation  for  a  religious 
organization  in  a  professional  or  other 
capacity.  Such  religious  workers  must 
have  carried  on  the  religious  occupation 
or  vocation  during  the  two-year  period 
immediately  preceding  the  petition  for 
special  immigrant  status.  See  section 
101(a)(27)(C)(i)(I)  of  the  Act. 

Unlike  the  provision  for  ministers, 
which  does  not  contain  a  sunset 
provision,  section  101(a)(27)(C)(ii)  (II) 
and  (III)  of  the  Act  states  that  the  other 
two  types  of  religious  workers  must 
“seek  to  enter  the  United  States  before 
October  1, 1994.’’  By  requiring  special 
immigrant  religious  workers  (with  the 
exception  of  ministers)  to  enter  the 
United  States  before  October  1, 1994, 
Congress  clearly  intended  that  this 
immigrant  category  terminate  or 
“sunset”  on  that  date.  The  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act  requires  that  a 
petition  be  filed  with  the  Service  to 
establish  the  alien’s  eligibility  for 
special  immigrant  status  as  a  religious 
worker.  See  section  204(a)(l)(E)(i)  of  the 
Act.  The  next  step  in  the  immigration 
process  is  for  the  alien  to  enter  the 
United  States  as  a  permanent  resident  or 
adjust  status  to  permanent  residence 
under  the  religious  worker  category.  By 
requiring  special  immigrant  religious 
workers  to  immigrate  before  October  1, 
1994,  Congress  mandated  that  the  entire 
immigration  process  for  these  persons 
must  be  completed  before  October  1, 
1994.  In  other  words,  in  order  to 
immigrate  under  the  special  immigrant 
religious  worker  category,  aliens  who 
are  not  ministers  must  have  a  petition 
approved  on  their  behalf  and  either 
enter  the  United  States  as  an  immigrant 
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or  adjust  their  status  to  permanent 
residence  before  October  1, 1994.  On  or 
after  October  1, 1994,  the  Service  will 
lack  the  statutory  authority  to  accord 
permanent  resident  status  to  a  religious 
worker.  The  Department  of  State 
regulations  already  provide  that  an 
immigrant  visa  issued  to  a  special 
immigrant  religious  worker  shall  be 
valid  no  later  than  September  30, 1994.  ■ 
See  22  CFR  42.32(d)(l)(ii).  This  interim 
rule  is  consistent  with  both  the  statute 
and  the  Department  of  State  regulation. 

8  CFR  204.5(m)(l)  currently  states 
that  petitions  for  professional  religious 
workers  and  other  religious  workers 
must  be  filed  on  or  before  September  30, 
1994.  For  the  sake  of  clarification,  8  CFR 
204.5(m)(l)  will  be  amended  to  provide 
specifically  that  aliens  must  obtain 
permanent  resident  status  through 
immigration  or  adjustment  of  status  on 
or  before  September  30, 1994,  to  qualify 
under  the  special  immigrant  religious 
worker  category. 

The  Service’s  implementation  of  this 
rule  as  an  interim  rule,  with  provision 
for  post-promulgation  public  comment, 
is  based  on  the  “good  cause”  exception 
found  at  5  U.S.C.  553(b)(B)  and  (d)(3). 
The  reason  and  necessity  for  immediate 
implementation  of  this  interim  rule  is  as 
follows;  Immediate  promulgation  of  this 
interim  rule  is  necessary  to  remove  any 
ambiguity  regarding  the  September  30, 
1994,  sunset  date  well  in  advance  of  the 
statutory  deadline,  thereby  reminding 
qualified  religious  workers  other  than 
ministers  and  sponsoring  religious 
organizations  of  the  need  to  complete 
the  permanent  residence  process  if  they 
wish  to  immigrate  pursuant  to  section 
203(b)(4)  of  the  Act. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

The  Commissioner  of  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service,  in 
accordance  with  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  (5  U.S.C.  605(b)),  has 
reviewed  this  regulation  and  by 
approving  it  certifies  that  this  rule  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact 
on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  This  rule  merely  clarifies  a 
statutory  deadline  for  a  limited  number 
of  aliens  to  become  special  immigrant 
religious  workers. 

Executive  Order  12866 

This  rule  is  not  considered  by  the 
Department  of  Justice,  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service,  to  be  a 
“significant  regulatory  action”  under 
Executive  Order  12866,  Section  3(f), 
Regulatory  Planning  and  Review,  and 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
has  waived  its  review  process  under 
section  (6)(a)(3)(A). 


Executive  Order  12612 

The  regulation  will  not  have 
substantial  direct  effects  on  the  States, 
on  the  relationship  between  the  national 
government  and  the  States,  or  on  the 
distribution  of  power  and 
responsibilities  among  the  various 
levels  of  government.  Therefore,  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  12612, 
it  is  determined  that  this  rule  does  not 
have  sufficient  Federalism  implications 
to  warrant  the  preparation  of  a 
Federalism  Assessment. 

Executive  Order  12606 

The  Commissioner  of  the  Immigration 
and  Naturalization  Service  certifies  that 
she  has  addressed  this  rule  in  light  of 
the  criteria  in  Executive  Order  12606 
and  has  determined  that  it  will  have  no 
effect  on  family  well-being. 

List  of  Subjects  in  8  CFR  Part  204 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Aliens,  Employment, 
Immigration,  Petitions. 

Accordingly,  part  204  of  chapter  I  of 
title  8  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  as  follows: 

PART  204— IMMIGRANT  PETITIONS 

1,  The  authority  citation  for  part  204 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  8  U.S.C.  1101, 1103, 1151, 1153, 
1154, 1182, 1186a,  1255;  8  CFR  part  2. 

2.  In  §  204.5,  paragraph  (m)(l)  is 
amended  by  revising  the  last  sentence  to 
read  as  follows; 

§  204.5  Petitions  for  employment-based 
immigrants. 

***** 

(m)  Religious  workers — (1)  *  *  * 
Professional  workers  and  other  workers 
must  obtain  permanent  resident  status 
through  immigration  or  adjustment  of 
status  on  or  before  September  30, 1994, 
in  order  to  immigrate  under  section 
203(b)(4)  of  the  Act  as  section 
101(a)(27)(C)  special  immigrant 
religious  workers. 
***** 

Dated:  May  11, 1994. 

Doris  Meissner, 

Commissioner,  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12849  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  4410-10-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  94-NM-60-AD;  Amendment 
39-8918;  AD  94-11-02 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Boeing 
Model  767  Series  Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule;  request  for 
comments. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  that  is 
applicable  to  all  Boeing  Model  767 
series  airplanes.  This  action  requires 
repetitive  detailed  visual  and  eddy 
current  inspections  to  detect  cracks  of 
certain  midspar  fuse  pins,  and 
replacement  of  any  cracked  midspar 
fuse  pin  with  a  new  fuse  pin.  This 
amendment  is  prompted  by  reports  of 
longitudinal  fatigue  cracks  on  certain 
midspar  fuse  pins  installed  on  Boeing 
Model  767  series  airplanes.  The  actions 
specified  in  this  AD  are  intended  to 
prevent  loss  of  the  strut  and  engine  due 
to  cracking  of  both  fuse  pins  on  the 
same  strut. 

dates:  Effective  June  10, 1994. 

The  incorporation  by  reference  of 
certain  publications  listed  in  the 
regulations  is  approved  by  the  Director 
of  the  Federal  Register  as  of  June  10, 
1994. 

Comments  for  inclusion  in  the  Rules 
Docket  must  be  received  on  or  before 
July  25, 1994. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
A^inistration  (FAA),  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  ANM-103, 
Attention:  Rules  Docket  No.  94-NM- 
60-AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington  98055-4056. 

The  service  information  referenced  in 
this  AD  may  be  obtained  from  Boeing 
Commercial  Airplane  Group,  P.O.  Box 
3707,  Seattle,  Washington  98124-2207. 
This  information  may  be  examined  at 
the  FAA,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW., 
Renton,  Washington;  or  at  the  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register,  800  North  Capitol 
Street  NW.,  suite  700,  Washington,  DC. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Tim 
Backman,  Aerospace  Engineer,  Airframe 
Branch,  ANM-120S,  FAA,  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  Seattle  Aircraft 
Certification  Office,  1601  Lind  Avenue 
SW.,  Renton,  Washington  98055-4056; 
telephone  (206)  227-2776;  fax  (206) 
227-1181. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  FAA 
has  received  several  reports  of 
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longitudinal  fatigue  cracks  on  certain 
midspar  fuse  pins  installed  on  Boeing 
Model  767  series  airplanes.  A  total  of 
five  cracked  fuse  pins  have  been  found 
on  two  airplanes  that  had  accumulated 
between  15,628  and  23,056  total 
landings.  Cracks  were  found  on  both 
midspar  fuse  pins  of  the  same  strut  on 
one  of  these  airplanes.  A  possible  cause 
of  this  cracking  is  ovalization  of  the  fuse 
pin  due  to  stress.  Results  of  testing  of 
fuse  pins  having  a  design  similar  to 
those  that  cracked  have  revealed  no 
significant  reduction  in  shear  strength 
with  longitudinal  cracks  up  to  one  inch 
in  length.  Cracking  of  both  fuse  pins  on 
the  same  strut,  if  not  corrected,  could 
result  in  loss  of  the  strut  and  engine. 

All  reported  cracks  have  occurred  on 
midspar  fuse  pins  having  part  number 
311T3102-1.  Midspar  fuse  pins  having 
part  numbers  311T3102-2  and 
311T2102-1  are  similar  in  design  to  the 
fuse  pins  on  which  cracking  was  found 
and,  therefore,  also  are  subject  to  the 
addressed  unsafe  condition. 

The  FAA  has  reviewed  and  approved 
Boeing  Alert  Service  Bulletin  767- 
54A0062,  dated  April  14, 1994,  that 
describes  procedures  for  repetitive 
detailed  visual  and  eddy  ciurent 
inspections  to  detect  cracks  of  certain 
midspar  fuse  pins,  and  replacement  of 
any  cracked  midspar  fuse  pin  with  a 
new  fuse  pin.  Accomphshment  of  these 
inspections  will  provide  eeirly  detection 
of  cracks  in  the  midspar  fuse  pins  of 
both  struts. 

Since  an  unsafe  condition  has  been 
identified  that  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  on  other  Model  767  series 
airplanes  of  the  same  type  design,  this 
AD  is  being  issued  to  prevent  cracking 
of  both  fuse  pins  on  the  same  strut, 
which  could  result  in  loss  of  the  strut 
and  engine.  This  AD  requires  repetitive 
detailed  visual  and  eddy  current 
Inspections  to  detect  cracks  of  certain 
midspar  fuse  pins,  and  replacement  of 
any  cracked  midspar  fuse  pin  with  a 
new  fuse  pin.  The  actions  are  required 
to  be  accomplished  in  accordance  with 
the  alert  service  bulletin  described 
previously. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
the  immediate  adoption  of  this 
regulation,  it  is  foimd  that  notice  and 
opportunity  for  prior  public  comment 
hereon  are  impracticable,  and  that  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

Comments  Invited 

Although  this  action  is  in  the  form  of 
a  final  rule  that  involves  requirements 
affecting  flight  safety  and.  thus,  was  not 
preceded  by  notice  and  an  opportunity 
for  public  comment,  comments  are 
invited  on  this  rule.  Interested  persons 


are  invited  to  comment  on  this  rule  by 
submitting  such  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  shall  identify  the 
Rules  Docket  number  and  be  submitted 
in  triplicate  to  the  address  specified 
under  the  caption  ADDRESSES.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
the  closing  date  for  comments  will  be 
considered,  and  this  rule  may  be 
amended  in  light  of  the  comments 
received.  Factual  information  that 
supports  the  commenter’s  ideas  and 
suggestions  is  extremely  helpful  in 
evaluating  the  effectiveness  of  the  AD 
action  and  determining  whether 
additional  rulemaking  action  would  be 
needed. 

Comments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatory,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  rule  that  might  suggest  a  need  to 
modify  the  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report  that 
summarizes  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  this  AD 
will  be  filed  in  the  Rules  Docket. 

Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Comments  to 
Docket  Number  94-NM-60-AD.”  The 
postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 

The  regulations  adopted  herein  will 
not  have  substantial  direct  effects  on  the 
States,  on  the  relationship  between  the 
national  government  and  the  States,  or 
on  the  distribution  of  power  and 
responsibilities  among  the  various 
levels  of  government.  Therefore,  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  12612, 
it  is  determined  that  this  final  rule  does 
not  have  sufficient  federalism 
implications  to  warrant  the  preparation 
of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  is  an  emergency  regulation 
that  must  be  issued  immediately  to 
correct  an  unsafe  condition  in  aircraft, 
and  is  not  a  "significant  regulatory 
action”  under  Executive  Order  12866.  It 
has  been  determined  further  that  this 
action  involves  an  emergency  regulation 
under  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034,  February  26, 
1979).  If  it  is  determined  that  this 
emergency  regulation  otherwise  would 
be  significant  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures,  a  final 
regulatory  evaluation  will  be  prepared 
and  placed  in  the  Rules  Docket.  A  copy 
of  it,  if  filed,  may  be  obtained  from  the 


Rules  Docket  at  the  location  provided 
under  the  caption  ADDRESSES. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation,  Aircraft,  Aviation 
safety.  Incorporation  by  reference. 

Safety. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Administrator,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  amends  14  CFR  part  39 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  as 
follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority;  49  U.S.C.  App.  1354(a),  1421 
and  1423;  49  U.S.C  106(g);  and  14  CFR 
11.89. 

§39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

94-11-02  Boeing:  Amendment  39-8918 
Docket  94-NM-6Q-AD. 

Applicability:  All  Model  767  series 
airplanes,  certificated  in  any  category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  cracking  of  both  fuse  pins  on 
the  same  strut,  which  could  result  in  loss  of 
the  strut  and  engine,  accomplish  the 
following: 

(a)  For  airplanes  having  midspar  fuse  pins, 
part  number  311T3102-1:  Perform  a  detailed 
visual  inspection  and  an  eddy  current 
inspection  to  detect  cracks  of  the  midspar 
fuse  pins,  in  accordance  with  Boeing  Alert 
Service  Bulletin  767-54A0062,  dated  April 
14, 1994,  at  the  time  specified  in  paragraph 
(a)(1),  (a)(2),  (a)(3).  or  (a)(4)  of  this  AD.  as 
applicable.  Repeat  these  inspiections 
thereafter  at  intervals  not  to  exceed  3.000 
landings. 

(1)  For  airpknes  having  midspar  fuse  pins 
that  have  accumulated  18,000  or  more  total 
landings  as  of  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
accomplish  the  inspections  within  60  days 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD. 

(2)  For  airplanes  having  midspar  fuse  pins 
that  have  accumulated  15,000  or  more  total 
landings,  but  less  than  18,000  total  landings, 
as  of  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  accomplish 
the  inspections  within  90  days  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD. 

(3)  For  airplanes  having  midspar  fuse  pins 
that  have  accumulated  10,000  or  more  total 
landings,  but  less  than  15,000  total  landings, 
as  of  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  accomplish 
the  inspections  within  120  days  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD. 

(4)  For  airplanes  having  midspar  fuse  pins 
that  have  accumulated  less  than  10,000  total 
landings  as  of  the  effective  date  of  this  AD. 
accomplish  the  inspections  prior  to  the 
accumulation  of  10,000  total  landings  on  the 
fuse  pin,  or  within  120  days  after  the 
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effective  date  of  this  AD,  whichever  occurs 
later. 

(b)  For  airplanes  having  a  midspar  fuse 
pin,  part  number  311T3102-2  or  311T2102- 
1:  Prior  to  the  accumulation  of  15,000  total 
landings  on  the  fuse  pin,  or  within  90  days 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  whichever 
occurs  later,  perform  a  detailed  visual 
inspection  and  an  eddy  current  inspection  to 
detect  cracks  on  the  midspar  fuse  pins,  in 
accordance  with  Boeing  Alert  Service 
Bulletin  767-54A0062,  dated  April  14, 1994. 
Repeat  these  inspections  thereafter  at 
intervals  not  to  exceed  3,000  landings. 

(c)  If  any  crack  is  found  during  an 
inspection  required  by  paragraph  (a)  or  (b)  of 
this  AD,  prior  to  further  flight,  replace  the 
cracked  midspar  fuse  pin  with  a  new  fuse 
pin,  in  accordance  with  Boeing  Alert  Service 
Bulletin  767-54A0062,  dated  April  14, 1994. 
Thereafter,  perform  the  detailed  visual  and 
eddy  current  inspections  specified  in 
paragraph  (a)  or  (b)  of  this  AD,  as  applicable, 
on  the  new  ^se  pin  at  the  time  specified  in 
paragraph  (c)(1)  or  (c)(2)  of  this  AD. 

(1)  For  airplanes  having  midspar  fuse  pins, 
part  number  311T3102-1:  Perform  the  initial 
inspection  of  the  new  fuse  pin  prior  to  the 
accumulation  of  10,000  total  landings  on  the 
new  fuse  pin.  Repeat  the  inspection 
thereafter  at  intervals  not  to  exceed  3,000 
landings. 

(2)  For  airplanes  having  midspar  fuse  pins, 
part  numbers  311T3102-2  and  311T2102-1; 
Perform  the  initial  inspection  of  the  new  fuse 
pin  prior  to  the  accumulation  of  15,000  total 
landings  on  the  new  fuse  pin.  Repeat  the 
inspection  thereafter  at  intervals  not  to 
exceed  3,000  landings. 

(d)  When  any  fuse  pin  is  removed  from  a 
strut  equipped  with  a  General  Electric 
engine,  the  engine  must  be  removed  in 
accordance  with  procedures  described  in  the 
Boeing  767  Maintenance  Manual,  subject  71- 
00-02;  or  supported  in  accordance  with  a 
method  approved  by  the  Manager,  Seattle 
Aircraft  Certification  Office  (AGO),  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate. 

(e)  When  any  fuse  pin  is  removed  from  a 
strut  equipped  with  a  Pratt  &  Whitney 
engine,  the  engine  must  be  removed  in 
accordance  with  procedures  described  in  the 
Boeing  767  Maintenance  Manual,  subject  71- 
00-02;  or  supported  in  accordance  with 
procedures  described  in  the  Boeing  767 
Maintenance  Manual,  subject  54-51-02, 
Temporary  Revisions  (TR),  dated  April  22, 
1994;  or  supported  in  accordance  with  a 
method  approved  by  the  Manager,  Seattle 
AGO,  FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate. 

(f)  When  any  fuse  pin  is  removed  from  a 
strut  equipped  with  a  Rolls-Royce  engine,  the 
engine  must  be  removed  in  accordance  with 
procedures  described  in  the  Boeing  767 
Maintenance  Manual,  subject  71-00-02;  or 
supported  In  accordance  with  procedures 
described  in  the  Boeing  767  Maintenance 
Manual,  subject  54-51-02;  or  supported  in 
accordance  with  a  method  approved  by  the 
Manager,  Seattle  AGO,  FAA,  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate. 

(g)  Any  midspar  fuse  pin,  part  number 
311T3102-1,  311T3102-2,  or  311T2102-1, 
that  has  been  removed  from  the  strut  and 
inspected  for  cracks  using  the  100  percent 
magnetic  particle  inspection  technique 


described  in  Boeing  Alert  Service  Bulletin 
767-54A0062,  dated  April  14, 1994,  may  be 
reinstalled  on  the  strut  provided  that  the  fuse 
pin  is  found  to  be  crack-free  during  the 
magnetic  particle  inspection.  Prior  to  the 
accumulation  of  3,000  total  landings  after 
reinstallation  of  the  fuse  pin,  the  fuse  pin 
must  be  inspected  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  paragraph  (a)  or  (b)  of  this 
AD,  as  applicable. 

(h)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time  that 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety  may  be 
used  if  approved  by  the  Manager,  Seattle 
AGO,  FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate. 
Operators  shall  submit  their  requests  through 
an  appropriate  FAA  Principal  Maintenance 
Inspector,  who  may  add  comments  and  then 
send  it  to  the  Manager,  Seattle  AGO. 

Note:  Information  concerning  the  existence 
of  approved  alternative  methods  of 
compliance  with  this  AD,  if  any,  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Seattle  AGO. 

(i)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  sections  21.197  and  21.199 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  GFR 
21.197  and  21.199)  to  operate  the  airplane  to 
a  location  where  the  requirements  of  this  AD 
can  be  accomplished. 

(j)  The  inspections  and  replacement  shall 
be  done  in  accordance  with  Boeing  Alert 
Service  Bulletin  767-54 A0062,  dated  April 
14, 1994.  This  incorporation  by  reference  was 
approved  by  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Register  in  accordance  with  5  U.S.G.  552(a) 
and  1  GFR  part  51.  Gopies  may  be  obtained 
from  Boeing  Gommercial  Airplane  Group, 
P.O.  Box  3707,  Seattle,  W'ashington  98124- 
2207.  Gopies  may  be  inspected  at  the  FAA. 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate,  1601  Lind 
Avenue,  SW.,  Renton,  Washington;  or  at  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  800  North 
Gapitol  Street,  NW.,  suite  700,  Washington, 
DG. 

(k)  This  amendment  becomes  effective  on 
June  10, 1994. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  May  18, 
1994. 

Darrell  M.  Pederson, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12599  Filed  5-25-94:  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  491&-13-U 


14CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  94-NM-69-AD;  Amendment 
39-8919;  AD  94-11-03] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Raytheon 
Corporate  Jets  Model  DH/BH/HS/BAe 
125  and  Hawker  800  and  1000  Series 
Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule;  request  for 
comments. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  that  is 
applicable  to  certain  Raytheon 
Corporate  Jets  Model  DH/BH/HS  BAe 


125  and  Hawker  800  and  1000  series 
airplanes.  This  action  requires  a  visual 
inspection  to  determine  whether 
adequate  clearance  exists  between  the 
fan  venturi  motor  casing  and  the 
adjacent  equipment,  and  adjustments,  if 
necessary;  and  a  visual  inspection  to 
detect  signs  of  overheating,  degradation 
of  insulating  materials,  and  ingestion  of 
debris  into  the  motor,  qnd  replacement 
of  discrepant  parts  with  serviceable 
parts.  This  amendment  is  prompted  bv 
reports  of  smoke  emanating  from  the 
lavatory  due  to  overheating  of  the  fan 
venturi  motor.  The  actions  specified  in 
this  AD  are  intended  to  prevent  smoke 
or  fire  in  the  cabin  while  the  airplane  is 
in  flight. 

DATES:  Effective  June  10, 1994. 

The  incorporation  by  reference  of 
certain  publications  listed  in  the 
regulations  is  approved  by  the  Director 
of  the  Federal  Register  as  of  June  10, 

1994. 

Comments  for  inclusion  in  the  Rules 
Docket  must  be  received  on  or  before 
July  25, 1994. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  ANM-103, 
Attention;  Rules  Docket  No.  94-NM- 
69-AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington  98055-4056. 

The  service  information  referenced  in 
this  AD  may  be  obtained  from  Raytheon 
Corporate  Jets,  Inc.,  3  Bishops  Square, 

St.  Albans  Road  West,  Hatfield, 
Hertfordshire,  AL109NE,  United 
Kingdom.  This  information  may  be 
examined  at  the  FAA,  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  1601  Lind  Avenue 
SW.,  Renton,  Washington;  or  at  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  800  North 
Capitol  Street  NW.,  suite  700, 
Washington,  DC. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  Schroeder,  Aerospace  Engineer, 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113, 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate, 
1601  Lind  Avenue  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington  98055-4056;  telephone 
(206)  227-2148;  fax  (206)  227-1320. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  Civil 
Aviation  Authority  (CAA),  which  is  the 
airworthiness  authority  for  the  United 
Kingdom,  recently  notified  the  FAA  that 
an  unsafe  condition  may  exist  on  certain 
Raytheon  Corporate  Jets  Model  DH/BH/ 
HS/BAe  125  and  Hawker  800  and  1000 
series  airplanes.  The  CAA  advises  it  has 
received  reports  of  smoke  emanating 
from  the  lavatory  in  the  rear  of  the  cabin 
while  several  airplanes  were  being 
prepared  for  departure.  Investigation 
revealed  that  the  venturi  fan  motor 
overheated  due  to  insufficient  clearance 
between  the  motor  and  the  adjacent 
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sound  insulation  and  wiring.  This 
condition,  if  not  corrected,  could  result 
in  smoke  or  fire  in  the  cabin  while  the 
airplane  is  in  flight. 

Raytheon  Oirporate  Jets,  Inc.,  has 
issued  Alert  Service  Bulletin  SB  21- 
A 150,  dated  February  22, 1994,  that 
describes  procedvues  for  a  one-time 
visual  inspection  to  determine  whether 
adequate  clearance  exists  between  the 
fan  venturi  motor  casing  and  the 
adjacent  equipment  (including 
insulating  materials,  ducting,  and  wire 
looms)  and  adjustment  of  the  insulating 
materials,  ducting,  and/or  looms,  if 
necessary.  This  alert  service  bulletin 
also  describes  procedures  for  a  one-time 
visual  inspection  to  detect  signs  of 
overheating,  degradation  of  insulating 
materials,  and  ingestion  of  debris  into 
the  motor,  and  replacement  of 
discrepant  parts  with  serviceable  parts. 
The  CAA  classified  this  alert  service 
bulletin  as  mandatory  and  issued  a 
British  airworthiness  directive  in  order 
to  assure  the  continued  airworthiness  of 
these  airplanes  in  the  United  Kingdom. 

These  airplane  models  are 
manufactured  in  the  United  Kingdom 
and  are  type  certificated  for  operation  in 
the  UnitM  States  imder  the  provisions 
of  §  21.29  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  21.29)  and  the 
applicable  bilateral  airworthiness 
agreement.  Pursuant  to  this  bilateral 
airworthiness  agreement,  the  CAA  has 
kept  the  FAA  informed  of  the  situation 
described  above.  The  FAA  has 
examined  the  findings  of  the  CAA, 
reviewed  all  available  information,  and 
determined  that  AD  action  is  necessary 
for  products  of  this  type  design  that  are 
certificated  for  operation  in  the  United 
States. 

Since  an  unsafe  condition  has  been 
identified  that  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  on  other  airplanes  of  the  same 
tyi>e  design  register^  in  the  United 
States,  this  AD  is  being  issued  to 
prevent  smoke  or  fire  in  the  cabin  while 
the  airplane  is  in  flight.  This  AD 
requires  a  one-time  visual  inspection  to 
determine  whether  adequate  clearance 
exists  between  the  fan  venturi  motor 
casing  and  the  adjacent  equipment 
(including  insulating  materi^s,  ducting, 
and  wire  looms)  and  adjustment  of  the 
insulating  materials,  ducting,  and/or 
looms,  if  necessary.  This  AD  also 
requires  a  one-time  visual  inspection  to 
detect  signs  of  overheating,  degradation 
of  insulating  materials,  and  ingestion  of 
debris  into  &e  motor,  and  replacement 
of  discrepant  parts  with  serviceable 
parts.  The  actions  are  required  to  be 
accomplished  in  accordance  with  the 
alert  service  bulletin  described 
previously. 


Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
the  immediate  adoption  of  this 
regulation,  it  is  found  that  notice  and 
opportimity  for  prior  public  comment 
hereon  are  impracticable,  and  that  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
efiective  in  less  than  30  days. 

Comments  Invited 

Although  this  action  is  in  the  form  of 
a  final  rule  that  involves  requirements 
affecting  flight  safety  and,  thus,  was  not 
preceded  by  notice  and  an  opportunity 
for  public  comment,  comments  are 
invited  on  this  rule.  Interested  persons 
are  invited  to  comment  on  this  rule  by 
submitting  such  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  shall  identify  the 
Rules  Docket  number  and  be  submitted 
in  triplicate  to  the  address  specified 
under  the  caption  ADDRESSES.  All 
commimications  received  on  or  before 
the  closing  date  for  comments  will  be 
considered,  and  this  rule  may  be 
amended  in  light  of  the  comments 
received.  Factual  information  that 
supports  the  commenter’s  ideas  and 
suggestions  is  extremely  helpful  in 
evaluating  the  effectiveness  of  the  AD 
action  and  determining  whether 
additioned  rulemaking  action  would  be 
needed. 

Comments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatory,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  rule  that  might  suggest  a  need  to 
modify  the  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  bafore 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report  that 
summarizes  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  this  AD 
will  be  filed  in  the  Rules  Docket. 

Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Comments  to 
Docket  Number  94-NM-69-AD.’'  The 
postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 

The  regulations  adopted  herein  will 
not  have  substantial  direct  effects  on  the 
States,  on  the  relationship  between  the 
national  government  and  the  States,  or 
on  the  distribution  of  power  and 
responsibilities  among  the  various 
levels  of  government.  Therefore,  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  12612, 
it  is  determined  that  this  final  rule  does 
not  have  sufficient  federalism 
implications  to  warrant  the  preparation 
of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  is  an  emergency  regulation 
that  must  bo  issued  immediately  to 


correct  an  imsafe  condition  in  aircraft, 
and  is  not  a  “significant  regulatory 
action”  under  Executive  Order  12866.  It 
has  been  determined  further  that  this 
action  involves  an  emergency  regulation 
under  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034,  February  26, 
1979).  If  it  is  determined  that  this 
emergency  regulation  otherwise  would 
bo  significant  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures,  a  final 
regulatory  evaluation  will  be  prepared 
and  placed  in  the  Rules  Docket  A  copy 
of  it,  if  filed,  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Rules  Docket  at  the  location  provided 
under  the  caption  ADDRESSES. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft,  Aviation 
safety.  Incorporation  by  reference. 

Safety. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Administrator,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  amends  part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
part  39)  as  follows: 

PART  3»-AtRWORTHlNESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C  App.  1354(a),  1421 
and  1423;  49  U.S.C.  106(g);  and  14  CFR 
11.89. 

§39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

94-11-03  Raytheon  Corporate  Jets,  Inc. 
Amendment  39-8919.  Docket  94-NM- 
69- AD. 

Applicability;  Model  DH/BH/HS/BAe  125 
and  Hawker  800  and  1000  series  airplanes  on 
which  Modification  253S14A  has  not  been 
installed,  certificated  in  any  category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  Indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  smoke  or  fire  in  the  cabin  while 
the  airplane  is  in  flight,  accomplish  the 
following; 

(a)  Within  30  days  after  the  eftective  date 
of  this  AD,  perform  a  visual  inspection  to 
determine  whether  clearance  between  the  fan 
venturi  motor  casing  and  the  adjacent 
equipment  (including  Insulating  materials, 
ducting,  and  wire  looms)  is  within  the  limits 
specified  in  Raytheon  Corporate  Alert  Jets 
Service  Bulletin  SB  21-A150,  dated  February 
22, 1994,  and  to  detect  signs  of  overheating, 
degradation  of  insulating  materials  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  fan  venturi,  and  ingestion  of 
debris  into  the  motor,  in  accordance  with 
that  alert  service  bulletin. 

(1)  If  clearance  is  less  than  the  limits 
specified  in  the  alert  service  bulletin,  prior  to 
further  flight,  adjust  insulating  materials. 
duc:ting,  and/or  looms  to  ensure  that  contact 
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with  other  equipment  is  avoided;  in 
accordance  with  the  alert  service  bulletin. 

(2)  If  any  sign  of  overheating  or  ingestion 
of  debris  into  the  motor  is  detected,  prior  to 
further  flight,  replace  the  fan  venturi,  and 
any  adjacent  equipment  (including  cables) 
that  shows  signs  of  overheating,  with 
serviceable  parts;  in  accordance  with  the 
alert  service  bulletin. 

(3)  If  any  sign  of  degradation  of  insulation 
materials  is  detected,  prior  to  further  flight, 
replace  the  insulating  material  with 
serviceable  parts  in  accordance  with  the 
service  bulletin. 

(b)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time  that 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety  may  be 
used  if  approved  by  the  Manager. 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113,  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  Operators 
shall  submit  their  requests  through  an 
appropriate  FAA  Principal  Maintenance 
Inspector,  who  may  add  comments  and  then 
send  it  to  the  Manager,  Standardization 
Branch,  ANM-113. 

Note:  Information  concerning  the  existence 
of  approved  alternative  methods  of 
compliance  with  this  AD,  if  any,  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Standardization  Branch, 
ANM-113. 

(c)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  sections  21.197  and  21.199 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
21.197  and  21.199)  to  operate  the  airplane  to 
a  location  where  the  requirements  of  this  AD 
can  be  accomplished. 

(d)  The  inspections,  adjustments,  and 
replacements  shall  be  done  in  accordance 
with  Raytheon  Corporate  Jets  Alert  Service 
Bulletin  SB  21-A150,  dated  February  22, 
1994.  This  incorporation  by  reference  was 
approved  by  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Register  in  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  552(a) 
and  1  CFR  part  51.  Copies  may  be  obtained 
from  Raytheon  Corporate  Jets,  Inc.,  3  Bishops 
Square,  St.  Albans  Road  West,  Hatfield, 
Hertfordshire,  AL109NE,  United  Kingdom. 
Copies  may  be  inspected  at  the  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate,  1601  Lind 
Avenue,  SW.,  Renton,  Washington;  or  at  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  800  North 
Capitol  Street,  NW.,  suite  700,  Washington, 
DC. 

(e)  This  amendment  becomes  effective  on 
June  10, 1994. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  May  18, 
1994. 

Darrell  M.  Pederson, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Serv  ice. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12600  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  4910-13-U 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

17  CFR  Part  30 

Foreign  Option  Transactions 

agency:  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Order. 


SUMMARY:  The  Commodity  Futures 
Trading  Commission  (Commission)  is 
authorizing  option  contracts  on  the 
Long-Term  Japanese  Government  Bond 
futures  contract  traded  on  the  Singapore 
International  Monetary  Exchange 
Limited  (SIMEX)  to  be  offered  or  sold  to 
persons  located  in  the  United  States. 

This  Order  is  issued  pursuant  to; 

(1)  Commission  rule  30.3(a),  17  CFR 
30.3(a)  (1993),  which  makes  it  unlawful 
for  any  person  to  engage  in  the  offer  or 
sale  of  a  foreign  option  product  until  the 
Commission,  by  order,  authorizes  such 
foreign  option  to  be  offered  or  sold  in 
the  United  States;  and 

(2)  The  Commission’s  Order  issued  on 
July  20,  1988,  53  FR  28826  (July  29, 
1988),  authorizing  certain  option 
products  traded  on  SIMEX  to  be  offered 
or  sold  in  the  United  States. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  27, 1994. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Jane 
C.  Kang,  Esq.,  Division  of  Trading  and 
Markets,  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission,  2033  K  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20581.  Telephone: 

(202)  254-8955. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Commission  has  issued  the  following 
Order: 

Order  Under  Commission  Rule  30.3(a) 
Permitting  Option  Contracts  on  the 
Long-Term  Japanese  Government  Bond 
Futures  Contract  Traded  on  the 
Singapore  International  Monetary 
Exchange  Limited  To  Be  Offered  or 
Sold  in  the  United  States  Thirty  Days 
After  Publication  of  This  Notice  in  the 
Federal  Register 

By  Order  issued  on  July  20, 1988 
(Initial  Order),  the  Commission 
authorized,  pursuant  to  Commission 
rule  30.3(a),'  certain  option  products 
traded  on  the  Singapore  International 
Monetary  Exchange  Limited  (SIMEX)  to 
be  offered  or  sold  in  the  United  States. 

53  FR  28826  (July  29, 1988).  Among 
other  conditions,  the  Initial  Order 
specified  that: 

Except  as  otherwise  permitted  under  the 
Commodity  Exchange  Act  and  regulations 
thereunder,  *  *  *  no  offer  or  sale  of  any 
SIMEX  option  product  in  the  United  States 
shall  be  made  until  thirty  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  of  notice 
specifying  the  particular  option(s)  to  be 
offered  or  sold  pursuant  to  this  Order. 

By  letter  dated  April  28, 1994,  SIMEX 
through  its  counsel  represented  that  it 
would  be  introducing  an  option  contract 
based  on  the  Long-Term  Japanese 

'  Commission  rule  30.3(a),  17  CFR  30.3(a)  (1993), 
makes  it  unlawful  for  any  person  to  engage  in  the 
offer  or  sale  of  a  foreign  option  product  until  the 
Commission,  by  order,  authorizes  such  foreign 
option  to  be  offered  or  sold  in  the  United  States. 


Government  Bond  futures  contract. 
SIMEX  has  requested  that  the 
Commission  supplement  its  Initial 
Order  and  subsequent  Orders  2 
authorizing  options  on  the  Eurodollar, 
Japanese  Yen,  Deutsche  Mark,  3-Month 
Euroyen  Interest  Rate  and  Nikkei  Stock 
Average  futures  contracts  by  also 
authorizing  SIMEX’s  option  contracts  on 
the  Long-Term  Japanese  Government 
Bond  futures  contract  to  be  offered  or 
sold  to  persons  in  the  United  States. 
Upon  due  consideration,  and  for  the 
reasons  previously  discussed  in  the 
Initial  Order,  the  Commission  believes 
that  the  request  for  authorization  to  offer 
or  sell  option  contracts  on  the  Long- 
Term  Japanese  Government  Bond 
futures  contract  3  should  be  granted. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  Commission 
rule  30.3(a)  and  the  Commission’s 
Initial  Order  issued  on  July  20, 1988, 
and  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions 
specified  therein,  the  Commission 
hereby  authorizes  SIMEX’s  option 
contracts  on  the  Long-Term  Japanese 
Government  Bond  futures  contract  to  be 
offered  or  sold  to  persons  located  in  the 
United  States  thirty  days  after 
publication  of  this  Order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Contract  Specifications,  Options  on 
Long-Term  Japanese  Government  Bond 
Futures 

Underlying  Interest 

One  (1)  Long-Term  Japanese 
Government  Bond  (JGB)  Futures 
contract  representing  50,000,000  face 
value  notional  long  term  10-year  JGB 
with  6%  coupon. 

Description 

A  buyer  of  one  option  on  long  term 
JGB  Futures  may  exercise  the  option  to 
assume  a  position  in  one  long  term  JGB 
Futmres  contract  (long  position  if  the 
option  is  a  call  and  short  position  if  the 
option  is  a  put)  of  a  specified  contract 
month  at  a  specified  strike  price. 

The  seller  of  one  option  on  long  term 
JGB  Futures  has  the  obligation  of 
assuming,  if  the  option  is  exercised  by 
the  buyer,  a  position  in  one  long  term 
JGB  Futures  contract  (short  position  if 
the  option  is  a  call  and  long  position  if 
the  option  is  a  put)  of  a  specified 
contract  month  at  a  specified  strike 
price. 

2  See  55  FR  26428  (June  28.  1990)  and  57  FR  2675 
(January  23, 1992). 

’See  section  2(a)(1)  of  tlie  Conmiodity  Exchange 
Act,  section  3(a)12  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934  (34  Act)  and  rule  3al2-8  promulgated 
thereunder.  On  July  11, 1986,  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  designated  the  government 
debt  securities  of  the  Government  of  Japan  as 
exempted  securities  for  purposes  of  the  34  Act’s 
application  to  the  marketing  in  the  United  States  of 
futures  contracts  of  those  securities. 
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Price  Quotation 

Quoted  in  multiples  of  one  hundredth 
(1/100)  points.  Ea<m  one  hundredth 
point  per  100  points  represents  ¥  5,000. 
For  example,' a  quote  of  0.46  represents 
a  total  option  premium  of  ¥  230,000 
(i.e.,  46  basis  points  x  ¥  5,000). 

Minimum  Price  Increment  (Tick  Size 
and  Value) 

0.01  point  (also  known  as  one  tick)  = 
¥  5,000  per  contract  (same  as  for 
underlytiig  futures). 

Strike  Prices 

Strike  prices  are  set  at  maximum  0.50 
point  intervals.  Sixteen  (16)  strike 
prices,  eight  above  and  eight  below  the 
previous  day’s  settlement  price  for  the 
imderlying  JGB  futures  contract  (for 
example,  if  a  specific  JGB  futures 
settlement  price  is  100.80,  option  strike 
prices  may  be  set  at  97.00,  97.50,  98.00, 
98.50,  99.00,  99.50, 100.00, 100.50, 
101.00, 101.50, 102.00, 102.50, 103.00, 
103.50, 104.00  and  104.50),  will  be 
available  from  the  first  day  of  trading. 
Thereafter,  the  Exchange  shall,  if 
necessary,  list  addition^  options  at 
such  new  exercise  prices  as  may  be 
necessary  to  ensure  that  the  next  eight 
exercise  prices  above  and  below  the 

{irevious  day’s  settlement  price  are 
isted  for  trading. 

Contract  Months 

Options  available  on  the  two  nearest 
serial  months  and  two  nearest  quarterly 
months  chosen  from  March,  June, 
September  and  December.  For  example, 
on  21  April  1994,  the  available  contract 
months  will  be  May,  Jime,  July  and 
September. 

Trading  Hours 

7:45  a.m.  to  10:30  a.m. 

11:30  a.m.  to  5  p.m. 

Trading  Hours  on  the  Last  Trading  Day 
7:45  a.m.  to  10:30  a.m. 


11:30  a.m.  to  2  p.m. 

Last  Trading  Day 

Options  trading  shall  terminate  on  the 
last  Tokyo  Stock  Exchange  business  day 
of  the  month  preceding  the  contract 
month. 

Exercise 

American  style,  i.e.,  buyers  of  futures 
options  may  exercise  their  options  on 
any  business  day  up  to  and  including 
the  expiration  date  (prior  to  the  daily 
cut-off  time).  The  Clearing  House 
assigns  exercise  notices  to  sellers  of 
options  according  to  a  random  selection 
process.  In-the-money  options  are 
automatically  exerd^  by  the  Clearing 
House  at  expiry  (unless  otherwise 
instructed).  The  settlement  price  of  the 
Tokyo  Sto^  Exchange  long  term  JGB 
futures  contract  having  the  same 
contract  month  as  the  underlying 
SIMEX  JGB  futures  contract  will  be  used 
as  a  reference  to  determine  which 
options  may  be  exercised  automatically 
at  expiry. 

Expiration 
The  last  trading  day. 

Minimum  Margin  Requirements 

The  minimum  margin  is  subject  to 
periodic  changes. 

Buyers  of  Options  i 

•  Premium  must  be  paid  in  full  when 
the  option  is  bought. 

Uncovered  Writers  of  Options 

•  The  SPAN  margining  system  shall 
be  applicable  to  the  margining  of  the 
JGB  Options  contract.  The  short  option 
minimum  charge  is  ¥15,000  (2%)  of  the 
existing  maintenance  margin  for  the 
underlying  JGB  futures  contract. 

Position  Limits 

The  maximum  number  of  options  and 
underlying  futures  contract  net  on  the 


same  side  of  the  maii^et  in  all  contract 
months  combined  which  a  person  may 
own  or  control  shall  be  1,000  futures- 
equivalent  contracts. 

For  the  purpose  of  calculating  this 
limit,  positions  in  the  options  contracts 
are  aggregated  with  positions  in  the 
underlying  futures  contract  For 
aggregation  purposes,  the  futures- 
equivalent  of  an  option  is  one 
multiplied  by  the  previous  Business 
Day’s  SIMEX  risk  factor  for  the  option 
series. 

SIMEX  may  fr-om  time  to  time  provide 
exemptions  to  the  foregoing  position 
limits. 

Reporting  Levels 

100  options  or  100  futures  equivalent 
contracts  for  positions  involving  the 
option  and  the  underlying  futures 
contract. 

Ticker  Symbol 

CJB  and  PJB. 

Clearing  Corporation 

SIMEX  Dearing  House. 

List  of  Subjects  in  17  CFR  part  30 

Commodity  futures,  Commodity 
options.  Foreign  transactions. 

Accordingly,  17  CFR  part  30  is 
amended  as  set  forth  below: 

PART  30— FOREIGN  FUTURES  AND 
FOREIGN  OPTION  TRANSACTIONS 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  30 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  2(aKl)(A),  4, 4c,  and  8a  of 
the  Comnu^ity  Exchange  Act,  7  U.S.C  2, 6, 
6c  and  12a. 

2.  Appendix  B  to  part  30  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  entry  after  the 
existing  entries  for  the  “Singapore 
International  Monetary  Exchange 
Limited”  to  read  as  follows: 


APPENDIX  B.— Option  Contracts  Permitted  To  Be  Offered  or  Sold  in  the  U.S.  Pursuant  to  §  30.3(a) 


Exchange 


Type  of  contract 


FR  date  and 
citation 


Singapore  International  Monetary  Exchange  Limited  . .  Option  Contracts  on  the  Long-Term  Japanese  Government  1994; _ FR 

Bond  Futures  Contract.  _ 
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Issued  in  Washington,  DC  on  May  20. 
1994. 

lean  A.  Webb, 

Secretary  to  the  Commission. 

IFR  Doc-  94-12752  Filed  5-25-94;  0(45  am) 
BtLUNQ  CODE  e3S1-01-P 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Internal  Revenue  Service 

26  CFR  Part  602 
[TD8335] 

RIN  1545-A088 

OMB  Control  Numbers  Under  the 
Paperw/orlt  Reduction  Act;  Correction 

agency:  Internal  Revenue  Service  (IRS). 
Treasury. 

ACTION:  Correcting  amendments. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  contains 
corrections  to  the  technical  amendments 
to  §  602.101(c)  published  as  TD  8335  on 
Monday,  March  4. 1991  (56  FR  8912). 
This  regulation  collects  and  displays  the 
control  numbers  assigned  to  regulations 
by  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (OMB)  under  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  of  1980  and  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Reauthorization 
Act  of  1986.  which  rcjquire  that  agencies 
display  control  numbers  assigned  by 
that  Office  to  regulations  that  solicit  or 
obtain  information  from  the  public. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  4, 1991. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Carol  Savage,  (202)  622-8452  (not  a  toll- 
free  number). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

The  technical  amendments  to 
§  602.101(c)  that  are  the  subject  of  these 
corrections  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  §§  1320.7(f).  1320.12 
and  1320.15  of  5  CFR  part  1320  (OMB 
regulations  implementing  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  and 
amendments  thereto  by  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Reauthorization  Act  of  1986). 
for  display  of  control  numbers  assigned 
by  OMB  to  collections  of  information  in 
Internal  Revenue  Service  regulations. 

Need  for  Correction 

As  published,  the  technical 
amendments  to  TD  8335  contains  errors 
which  may  prove  to  be  misleading  and 
are  in  need  of  clarification. 

lust  of  Subjects  in  26  CFR  PaiT  602 

Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Accordingly,  26  CFR  part  602  is 
corrected  as  follows: 


PART  602-OMB  CONTROL  NUMBERS 
UNDER  THE  PAPERWORK 
REDUCTION  ACT 

Paragraph  1.  The  authority  for  part 
602  continues  to  read  as  follows: 
Authority;  26  U-SC.  7805. 

§602.101  (Corrected] 

Par.  2.  The  table  under  §  602.101(c)  is 
amended  by  removing  the  entry  for 
“1.1-1”  and  amending  the  entry  for 
“1.6012-1”  by  adding  in  numerical 
order  under  “Current  OMB  Control  No.” 
the  number  “1545-0067.” 

Cynthia  E.  Grigsby, 

Chief,  Regulations  Unit,  Assistant  Chief 
Counsel  (Corporate). 

IFR  Doc.  94-12563  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  ami 
BILUNG  CODE:  4830-01-P 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Office  of  Surface  Mining  Reclamation 
and  Enforcement 

30  CFR  Part  917 

Kentucky  Regulatory  Program 
Amendment 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement  (OSM), 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Final  rule;  approval  of 
amendment. 

SUMMARY:  OSM  is  announcing  the 
approval,  with  an  exception,  of  a 
proposed  program  amendment  to  the 
Kentucky  regulatory  program 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Kentucky 
program)  under  the  Surface  Mining 
Control  and  Reclamation  Act  of  1977 
(SMCRA).  The  amendment  consists  of 
proposed  modifications  to  Kentucky 
Administrative  Regulations  (KAR) 
relating  to  surface  and  underground  coal 
mining  permits,  and  fish  and  wildlife 
resources,  and  replaces  two  earlier 
proposed  program  amendments 
submitted  on  lune  28. 1991 
(Administrative  Record  No.  KY-1059), 
and  March  13,  1992  (Administrative 
Record  No.  KY-1119). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  26.  1994. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  J.  Kovacic,  Director,  Lexington 
Field  Office,  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement,  2675 
Regency  Road.  Lexington.  Kentucky 
40503,  Telephone  (606)  233-2896. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background  on  the  Kentucky  Program. 

II.  Submission  of  the  Proposed  Amendment. 

III.  Director’s  Findings. 

IV.  .Summary  and  Disposition  of  Comments. 

V.  Director’s  Decision. 

VI.  Procedural  Determinations. 


L  Background  on  the  Kentucky 
Program 

On  May  18, 1982,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  conditionally  approved  the 
Kentucky  program.  Background 
information  on  the  Kentucky  program, 
including  the  Secretary's  findings,  the 
disposition  of  comments,  and  the 
conditions  of  approval  can  be  found  in 
May  18. 1992,  Federal  Register  (47  FR 
21404-21435).  Subsequent  actions 
concerning  the  conditions  of  approval 
and  program  amendments  can  be  found 
at  30  CFR  917.11,  917.13,  917.15,  917.16 
and  917.17. 

11.  Submission  of  the  Proposed 
Amendments 

By  letter  of  July  21,  1992 
(Administrative  Record  No.  KY-1 167), 
Kentucky  resubmitted  a  proposed 
program  amendment  that  completed  the 
Kentucky  promulgation  process  under 
the  Kentucky  Revised  Statutes  (KRS) 
Chapter  1 3A.  This  propasod  amendment 
replaces  two  earher  proposed  program 
amendments  dated  March  13, 1992 
(Administrative  Record  No.  KY-1119). 
and  )une  28, 1991  (Administrative 
Record  No.  KY-1059). 

The  July  21.  1992.  resubmission 
contains  revisions  to  405  KAR  8:030 
(Surface  coal  mining  permits),  405  KAR 
6:040  (Underground  coal  mining 
permits),  and  405  KAR  16:180/18:180 
(Protection  of  fish,  wildlife,  and  related 
environmental  values).  The  proposed 
revisions  pertaining  to  fish  and  wildlife 
resources  as  set  for^  at  405  KAR  8:030 
and  6:040  sections  20  and  36,  and  405 
KAR  16:180  and  18:180  sections  1,  2. 
and  3,  were  previously  considered  by 
OSM,  and  the  Director’s  decision  on 
those  provisions  are  discu.ssed  in  the 
final  rule  dated  December  9. 1992  (57 
FR  58139-58144).  However.  OSM 
inadvertently  failed  to  finalize  the 
portion  of  the  amendment  dealing  with 
non-fish  and  wildlife  resource  revisions 
to  405  KAR  8:030/8:040  contained  in 
Kentucky’s  submissions  dated  June  28, 

1991,  March  13. 1992,  and  july  21. 

1992. 

In  order  to  insure  that  appropriate 
opportunity  for  comment  on  the 
revisions  has  been  provided,  OSM 
reopened  the  public  comment  period  in 
the  October  27. 1993,  Federal  Register 
(58  FR  57767),  and  in  the  same  notice, 
provided  opportunity  for  a  public 
hearing  on  the  adequacy  of  the  proposed 
amendments  to  405  KAR  8:030/8:040, 
other  than  the  revisions  to  fish  and 
wildlife  resources. 

HI.  Director’s  Findings 

Set  forth  below,  pursuant  to  SMCRA 
and  the  Federal  regulations  at  30  CFR 
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I  732.15  ad  732.17  are  the  Director’s 

I  findings  concerning  the  proposed 
amendments. 

I  Revisions  not  specifically  discussed 
below  concern  nonsubstantive  wording 
changes,  or  revised  cross-references  and 
paragraph  notations  to  reflect 
organizational  changes  resulting  from 
this  amendment. 

1.  405  KAR  8:030/8:040  Section  1 

'  Kentucky  proposes  to  delete  8:030 
section  1(4)  (a)  and  (b),  and  8:040 
section  1(3)  (a)  and  (b),  which  contain 
a  listing  of  the  required  permit 
application  forms  and  the  location  at 
which  they  may  be  obtained.  Since  the 
information  contained  in  these 
subsections  is  generally  duplicative  of 
information  currently  set  forth  at  405 
KAR  8:010  section  5(1)  (c)  and  (d),  the 
Director  finds  that  the  proposed 
deletions  will  not  render  the  State’s 
program  less  effective  than  the  Federal 
regulations. 

2.  405  KAR  8:030/8:040  Section  2 

Kentudky  proposes  to  revise 
subsections  (3),  (4)  and  (5)(a)  (405  KAR 
8:030  only)  by  deleting  cross-references 
to  405  KAR  7:020  dealing  with  the 
definitions  of  terms.  Inasmuch  as  the 
Director  previously  approved  the 
deletion  of  405  KAR  7:020  and  the 
relocation  of  the  definition  of  terms 
regulations  to  the  specific  regulation 
chapters  in  which  terms  are  used  (57  FR 
45295,  October  1, 1992),  the  Director 
finds  that  the  deletion  of  these  cross- 
references  will  not  render  Kentucky’s 
program  inconsistent  with  the 
requirements  of  SMCRA  or  the  Federal 
reflations. 

Kentucky  proposes  to  delete 
Subsection  (6),  which  requires  a 
statement  identifying  any  pending 
permit  applications,  as  well  as  any 
current  or  previous  coal  mining  permits 
held  during  the  preceding  five  years  by 
the  permit  applicant  or  of  an  owner/ 
controller  of  the  applicant.  Section 
507(b)(3)  requires  that  the  permit 
applicant  identify  any  permits  held  or 
previously  held  by  the  applicant  and 
any  pending  permit  applications.  The 
Director  agrees  with  the  commenter  who 
asserted  that  SMCRA  requires  that  this 
information  be  supplied  by  the  permit 
applicant.  The  Director  acknowledges 
that  the  information  concerning  pending 
applications  is  requested  in  Kentucky’s 
permit  application.  A  question  in  a 
permit  application,  by  itself  without  an 
accompanying  regulation,  does  not 
satisfy  the  statutory  requirement  of 
507(b)(3)  of  SMCRA.  Therefore,  the 
Director  finds  that  the  deletion  of 
section  2(6)  would  render  that  portion 
of  the  Kentucky  program  less  stringent 


than  507(b)(3)  of  SMCRA  and  cannot 
approve  the  deletion  of  this 
requirement. 

Kentucky  proposes  to  add  subsection 
(11)  which  requires  the  permittee  to 
notify  the  State  immediately  of  any 
changes  in  the  permittee’s  address,  if 
changed  at  any  point  prior  to  final  bond 
release.  Kentucky  also  proposes  to  add 
a  new  subsection  (12)  which:  (1) 

Requires  the  permittee  to  submit 
updates  of  certain  information  within 
thirty  days  of  the  effective  date  of  any 
such  changes.  (2)  discusses  the  effect  of 
failure  to  provide  the  updates,  and  (3) 
provides  for  suspension  of  the  permit, 
after  opportunity  for  hearing,  for  failure 
to  provide  updated  information  upon 
request.  While  there  are  no  direct 
Federal  counterparts  for  these 
provisions,  the  Director  finds  that  the 
proposed  revisions  will  assist  Kentucky 
in  having  the  most  current  information 
on  the  applicant  and  will  not  render 
Kentucky’s  program  inconsistent  with 
the  requirements  of  SMCRA  or  the 
Federal  regulations. 

Finally,  Kentucky  proposes  to  delete 
former  subsection  (12)  which  required 
the  applicant  to  submit  required 
information  on  appropriate  forms  which 
were  incorporated  by  reference  in 
section  1(4)  which  also  has  been 
deleted.  These  forms  are  now  among 
those  forms  listed  at  405  KAR  8:010 
section  5(1)  (c)  and  (d).  Therefore,  the 
Director  finds  that  the  deletion  of 
subsection  (12)  will  not  render  the 
State’s  program  inconsistent  with  the 
requirements  of  SMCRA  or  the  Federal 
regulations. 

TTie  Director  notes  that  on  September 
23, 1991,  he  found  subsection  (12)  to  be 
less  effective  than  30  CFR  778.13(j)  to 
the  extent  that  subsection  (12)  did  not 
require  the  use  of  a  format  prescribed  by 
OSM  for  the  submission  of  information 
required  under  30  CFR  778.13  and 
778.14  (56  FR  47907,  September  23, 
1991).  Consistent  with  the  Director’s 
findings,  he  required  Kentucky,  at  30 
CFR  917.16(f),  to  amend  its  program. 
Since  that  1991  finding,  the  Director  has 
approved  405  KAR  8K)10  section  5(l)(c). 
See  58  FR  3833,  January  12,  1993.  As 
stated  above,  405  KAR  8:010  section 
5(1  )(c)  includes  the  forms  of  former 
subsection  (12).  Therefore,  the  Director 
is  amending  his  required  amendment 
found  at  30  CFR  917.16(f)  to  delete  any 
reference  to  subsection  (12)  and 
replacing  that  reference  with  405  KAR- 
8:010  section  5(1)  (c)  and  (d). 

3.  405  KAR  8:030/8:040  Section  3 
Kentucky  proposes  to  revise 
subsection  (5)  by  deleting  a  cross- 
reference  to  the  definition  of  "small 
operator”  in  KRS  350.450{4)(d).  Since 


this  cross-reference  is  duplicative  of  the 
one  contained  in  405  KAR  8:001  (106), 
the  Director  finds  that  the  proposed 
deletion  wnll  not  render  Kentucky’s 
program  inconsistent  with  the 
requirements  of  SMCRA  or  the  Federal 
regulations. 

4.  405  KAR  8:030/8:040  Section  4 

Kentucky  proposes  to  revise 

subsection  (2)  regarding  the  information 
required  to  be  submitted  with  the 
permit  application  if  the  private  mineral 
estate  to  be  mined  has  been  severed 
from  the  private  surface  estate.  As 
revised,  subsection  (2)  is  substantively 
identical  to  the  Federal  rule  set  forth  at 
30  CFR  778.15(b).  Therefore,  the 
Director  finds  that  the  proposal  is  no 
less  effective  than  the  Federal 
counterpart. 

5.  405  KAR  8:030/8:040  Section  5 

Kentucky  proposes  to  add  a  new 

subsection  (4)  which  states  that  the 
requirements  of  405  KAR  24:040  section 
2(6)  must  be  met  if  the  applicant 
proposes  to  conduct  surface  mining 
activities  within  100  feet  of  a  public 
road.  The  proposal  is  substantively 
identical  to  that  portion  of  the  Federal 
rule  concerning  public  roads  as  set  forth 
at  30  CFR  778.16(c).  Therefore,  the 
Director  finds  that  the  proposal  is  no 
less  effective  than  its  Federal 
counterpart. 

6.  405  KAR  8:030/8:040  Section  10 

Kentucky  proposes  to  revise  section 

10  to  clarify  that  the  rule  pertains  to 
applications  for  a  permit,  major 
revision,  amendment,  transfer,  or 
renewal  of  a  permit,  and  to  require  that 
any  proof  of  publication  which  is  filed 
must  be  acceptable  to  the  cabinet.  The 
revision  to  section  10  is  substantively 
identical  to  the  Federal  rule  set  forth  at 
30  CFR  778.21  except  that  the  Federal 
rule  doesn’t  require  proof  of  publication 
for  permit  transfers.  There  is  no  Federal 
counterpart  for  proof  of  publication  of  a 
permit  transfer,  but  this  is  consistent 
with  30  CFR  774.17  which  requires 
advertisement  of  the  transfer.  Therefore, 
the  Director  finds  that  the  proposal  is  no 
less  effective  than  its  Federal 
counterparts. 

7.  405  KAR  8:030/8:040  Section  37 

Kentucky  proposes  to  revise  the 
information  required  in  the  postmining 
land  use  mining  and  reclamation  plan, 
to  include  a  discussion  of  how  the 
proposed  postmining  land  use  is  to  be 
achieved,  including  management 
practices  to  be  conducted  during  the 
liability  period  for  the  commercial 
forestland,  cropland  (including 
hayland),  and  pastureland  land  uses. 
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There  is  no  direct  Federal  counterpart. 
However,  the  proposal  is  consistent 
with  30  CFR  780.23(a)(2). 

Additionally,  Kentucky  pro(K)ses  to 
delete  former  subsection  (l)(d)  which 
required  that  the  reclamation  plan 
include  detailed  management  practices 
when  the  postmining  land  use  was 
grazing.  Pursuant  to  405  KAR  16:210, 
grazing  is  not  one  of  the  approved  land 
uses  in  Kentucky.  Therefore,  the 
Director  finds  that  the  deletion  of  this 
subsection  does  not  render  the  State’s 
program  inconsistent  with  the 
requirements  of  SMCRA  or  the  Federal 
regulations  and  is  approving  the 
deletion. 

8.  405  KAR  8m0/8:040  Section  38 

Kentucky  proposes  to  delete  section 
38  which  deals  with  the  mining  and 
reclamation  plan  for  transportation  of 
coal  on  public  roads.  This  deletion  was 
appropriate  since  Kentucky  had  deleted 
the  statutory  authority  for  this 
regulation.  On  August  10. 1990,  OSM 
approved  (55  FR  32619)  the  deletion  of 
this  statutory  authority,  which  was 
previously  found  at  KRS  350.060(11).  In 
addition,  there  is  no  corresponding 
requirement  in  either  SMCRA  or  the 
Federal  rule.  The  Director  finds  that  the 
proposed  deletion  will  not  render 
Kentucky’s  program  inconsistent  with 
SMCRA  or  the  Federal  regulations. 

IV.  Summary  and  Disposition  of 
Comments 

Public  Comments 

The  public  comment  periods  and 
opportunities  to  request  a  public 
hearing  were  announced  as  follows:  (1) 
For  the  submission  dated  June  28,  1991 
(Administrative  Record  Number  KY- 
1059),  in  the  July  22. 1991,  Federal 
Register  (56  FR  33398);  (2)  For  the 
submission  dated  March  13, 1992 
(Administrative  Record  Number  KY- 
1119),  in  the  April  23, 1992,  Federal 
Register  (57  FR  14818):  (3)  For  the 
submission  dated  July  21,  1992 
(Administrative  Record  Number  KY- 
1167),  in  the  September  23,  1992. 
Federal  Register  (57  FR  43946);  and  (4) 
The  proposed  revisions  were  reopened 
for  public  comment  in  the  Ofctober  27, 
1993,  Federal  Register  (58  P’R  57767). 
The  public  comment  periods  closed  on 
August  21,  1991,  May  8,  1992,  October 
8,  1992,  and  November  26,  1993, 
respectively.  No  one  requested  an 
opportunity  to  testify  at  the  scheduled 
public  hearings  so  no  hearings  were 
held. 

The  Kentucky  Resources  Council 
(KRC)  filed  comments  regarding 
Kentucky’s  proposed  deletion  of  405 
KAR  8:030/8:040  sections  2(6)  and  38. 


In  regard  to  the  deletion  of  section  2(6), 
the  Director  has  considered  the 
concerns  raised  by  KRC  as  discussed  in 
Finding  III.2.  herein,  and  determined 
that  the  proposed  deletion  would  render 
Kentucky’s  program  less  effective  than 
the  Federal  program. 

With  regard  to  the  proposed  deletion 
of  section  38, 1®C  questioned  the 
wisdom  of  the  deletion  since  KRC  felt 
that  information  required  by  section  38 
“provided  an  important  source  of 
information  linking  numerous  contract 
mines  to  the  companies  who  controlled 
the  extraction  and  the  processing  of  the 
coal.”  KRC  stated  that  “(Tlhe  maps  have 
provided  information  that  has  resulted 
in  the  imposition  of  reclamation 
liability  on  companies  that  owned  or 
controlled  the  contract  mines,  based  on 
linkages  that  might  otherwise  not  have 
been  possible  to  support  absent  such 
information.”  In  addition  to  the  reasons 
discussed  in  the  Director’s  Findings, 
there  are  no  comparable  requirements  in 
the  Federal  regulations  for  the 
submission  of  such  information.  OSM 
cannot  require  states  to  enforce 
provisions  for  which  there  are  no 
Federal  requirements.  Tlierefore,  the 
Director  is  approving  the  proposed 
deletion.  The  Director  notes  that  he 
found  Kentucky’s  ownership  and/or 
control  information  requirements,  with 
two  exceptions,  to  be  no  less  effective 
than  the  Federal  regulations.  See  56  FR 
47907,  September  23.  1991). 

On  November  23, 1993,  CONSOL.  Inc. 
filed  comments  regarding  the  proposed 
addition  of  405  KAR  8:030/8:040  section 
2(12),  expressing  its  concern  regarding 
the  proposed  30-day  time  limit  for 
submitting  updated  ownership  and 
control  information.  CONSOL.  Inc. 
recommended  that  the  proposal  be 
changed  for  large  corporations,  to  allow 
for  the  submittal  of  updated  information 
within  thirty  days  of  the  date  when  it  is 
released  by  the  corporate  secretary 
rather  than  thirty  days  from  the  effective 
date. 

In  responding  to  CONSOL’s 
comments,  the  Kentucky  Natural 
Resources  and  Environmental 
Protection  Cabinet  (Cabinet)  indicated 
that  it  understood  the  commenter’s 
concern  that  the  proposed  language 
could  be  read  to  allow  sanctions  to  be 
imposed  for  failure  to  submit  ownership 
and  control  updates  within  thirty  days. 
The  Cabinet  went  on  the  state  that  it 
recognized  that  “multi-level  corporate 
entities  require  a  reasonable  amount  of 
time  in  which  to  submit  corporate 
changes.  The  failure  for  an  entity  to 
submit  updated  information  w'ithin  the 
thirty  (30)  day  timeframe  does  not 
automatically  constitute  a  violation.  The 
Cabinet  does  not  intend  to  initiate 


suspension  procedures  unless  a 
permittee  has  refused  or  failed  to  submit 
information  to  the  Cabinet  upon 
request.”  The  proposed  language  in  405 
KAR  8:030/8:040  section  2(12)  provides 
that  “(AJfter  the  permittee’s  refusal  or 
failure  to  timely  submit  the  information 
to  the  cabinet  upon  request,  the  Cabinet 
may  suspend  the  permit  after 
opportunity  for  hearing  *  *  *.’’  The 
Director  feels  that  Kentucky’s  response 
to  the  concerns  raised  by  CONSOL,  Inc. 
is  adequate  and  he  has  approved  the 
proposed  language  herein. 

Agency  Comments 

Pursuant  to  section  503(b)  of  SMCRA 
and  the  implementing  regulations  at  30 
CFR  732.17(h)(ll)(i),  comments  were 
solicited  ftom  various  government 
agencies  with  an  actual  or  potential 
interest  in  the  Kentucky  program .  The 
Kentucky  Heritage  Council,  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  Tennessee  Valley 
Authority,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Maine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration,  U.S.  Forest  Service,  and 
the  Bureau  of  Mines  generally 
considered  the  amendment  to  be 
acceptable  or  submitted  an 
acknowledgement  with  no  comment. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPAj 
Concurrence 

Under  30  CFR  732.17(h)(ll)(ii).  the 
Director  is  required  to  obtain  the  written 
concurrence  of  the  Administrator  of  the 
EPA  with  respect  to  any  provisions  of  a 
State  program  amendment  that  relate  to 
air  or  water  quality  standards 
promulgated  under  the  authority  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  (42  U.S.C.  7401  et  seq.) 
or  the  Clean  Water  Act  (22  U.S.C.  1251 
et  seq.).  The  Director  has  determined 
that  this  amendment  contains  no 
provisions  in  these  categories  and  that 
EPA’s  concurrence  is  not  required. 

V.  Director’l*becision 

Based  on  the  above  findings,  the 
Director  is  approving,  with  the 
exception  discussed  in  Finding  2,  the 
program  amendment  submitted  by 
Kentucky  on  June  28,  1991,  and 
modified  and  resubmitted  on  March  13, 
1992,  and  July  21, 1992,  consisting  of 
revisions  to  various  provisions  of  405 
KAR  8:030  and  8:040,  other  than  fish 
and  wildlife  resources.  In  addition,  as 
discussejj  in  Finding  2,  the  Director  is 
continuing  his  required  amendment. 

The  Fecieral  regulations  at  30  CFR 
Part  917  codifying  decisions  concerning 
the  Kentucky  program  are  being 
amended  to  implement  this  decision. 
This  final  rule  is  being  made  effective 
immediately  to  expedite  the  State 
program  amendment  process  and  to 
encourage  States  to  bring  their  programs 
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into  conformity  with  the  Federal 
standards  without  undue  delay. 
Consistency  of  State  and  Federal 
standards  is  required  by  SMCRA. 

Effect  of  Director’s  Decision 

Section  503  of  SMCRA  provides  that 
a  State  may  not  exercise  jurisdiction 
under  SMCRA  unless  the  State  program 
is  approved  by  the  Secretary.  Similarly, 
30  CFR  732.17(a)  requires  that  any 
alteration  of  an  approved  State  program 
be  submitted  to  OSM  for  review  as  a 
program  amendment.  Thus,  any  changes 
to  a  State  program  are  not  enforceable 
until  approv^  by  OSM.  The  Federal 
regulations  at  30  CFR  732.17(g)  prohibit 
any  imilateral  changes  to  approved 
programs.  In  the  oversight  of  the 
Kentucky  program,  the  Director  will 
recognize  only  the  approved  program, 
toge&er  with  any  consistent 
implementing  policies,  directives  and 
other  materials,  and  will  require  the 
enforcement  by  Kentucky  of  such 
provisions. 

VI.  Procedural  Determinations 
Executive  Order  No.  12866 

This  rule  is  exempt  from  review  by 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  under  Executive  Order  12866 
(Regulatory  Planning  and  Review). 

Executive  Order  12778 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
conducted  the  review  required  by 
section  2  of  Executive  Oiiier  12778 
(Civil  Justice  Reform)  and  has 
determined  that,  to  the  extent  allowed 
by  law,  this  rule  meets  the  applicable 
standeuds  of  subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of 
that  section.  However,  these  standards 
are  not  applicable  to  the  actual  language 
of  State  regulatory  programs  and 
program  amendments  since  each  such 
program  is  drafted  and  promulgated  by 
a  specific  State,  not  by  OSM.  ^der 
sections  503  and  505  of  the  Surface 
Mining  Control  and  Reclamation  Act 
(SMCRA)  (30  U.S.C.  1253  and  1255)  and 
30  CFR  730.11,  732.15  and 
732.17(h)(10),  decisions  on  proposed 
State  regulatory  programs  and  program 
amendments  submitted  by  the  States 
must  be  based  solely  on  a  determination 
of  whether  the  submittal  is  consistent 
with  SMCRA  and  its  implementing 
Federal  regulations  and  whether  the 
other  requirements  of  30  CFR  parts  730, 
731  and  732  have  been  met. 

Nationai  Environmental  Policy  Act 

No  environmental  impact  statement  is 
required  for  this  rule  since  section 
702(d)  of  SMCRA  (30  U.S.C.  1292(d)l 
provides  that  agency  decisions  on 
proposed  State  regulatory  program 
provisions  do  not  constitute  major 


Federal  actions  within  the  meaning  of 
section  102(2)(C)  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
4332(2)(C)). 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

This  rule  does  not  contain 
information  collection  requirements  that 
require  approval  by  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  under  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 

3507  et  seq.). 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
determined  that  this  rule  will  not  have 
a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  nimiber  of  small  entities 
under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.).  The  State  submittal 
which  is  the  subject  of  this  rule  is  based 
upon  counterpart  Federal  regulations  for 
which  an  economic  analysis  was 
prepared  and  certification  made  that 
such  regulations  would  not  have  a 
significant  economic  effect  upon  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
Hence,  this  rule  will  ensure  that  existing 
requirements  previously  promulgated 
by  OSM  will  be  implemented  by  the 
State.  In  making  the  determination  as  to 
whether  this  rule  would  have  a 
significant  economic  impact,  the 
Department  relied  upon  the  data  and 
assumptions  for  the  counterpart  Federal 
regulations. 

List  of  Subjects  in  30  CFR  Part  917 

Intergovernmental  relations.  Surface 
mining.  Underground  mining. 

Dated;  May  19, 1994. 

Robert ).  Biggi, 

Acting  Assistant  Director,  Eastern  Support 
Center. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble,  title  30,  chapter  VII, 
subchapter  T  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  as  set  forth 
below: 

PART  917— KENTUCKY 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  917 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  30  U.S.C.  1201  et  seq. 

2.  Section  917.15,  is  revised  to  add 
paragraph  (tt)  to  read  as  follows: 

§917.15  Approval  of  regulatory  program 
amendments. 

******* 

(tt)  The  following  amendments 
submitted  to  OSM  on  June  28, 1991,  and 
on  March  13, 1992,  and  replaced  with 
the  July  21, 1992,  submittal  are 
approved,  with  an  exception,  effective 
May  26, 1994.  The  amendments  consist 
of  the  following  modifications  or 
deletions  to  the  Kentucky  program: 


Revisions  to  the  following  provisions  of  the 
Kentucky  Administrative  Regulations  (KAR): 

8:030  Section  1(4)  (a)  &  (b) — General 
8:040  Section  1(3)  (a)  &  (b) — General 
8:030/8:040  Section  2  (3),  (4),  (5)(a)  (8:030 
only),  (11)  and  (12)— Identification  of 
interests 

8:030/8:040  Section  3(5) — Violation 
information 

8:030/8:040  Section  4(2) — Right  of  entry  and 
right  to  surface  mine 

8:030/8:040  Section  5(4) — Relationship  to 
areas  designated  unsuitable  for  mining 
8:030/8:040  Section  10 — Newspaper 
advertisement  and  proof  of  publication 
8:030/8:040  Section  37 — MRP;  postmining 
land  use 

8:030/8:040  Section  38 — MRP;  transportation 
on  public  roads 

405  KAR  8:030/8:040  Section  2(6)  is  not 
approved. 

«*«***« 

3.  Section  917.16(f)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows; 

§  917.16  Required  program  amendments. 
******* 

(f)  By  July  25, 1994  Kentucky  shall 
submit  either  an  amendment  or  a 
description  of  a  proposed  amendment 
with  a  timetable  for  adoption,  that 
would  amend  its  rules  at  405  KAR  8:010 
section  5(1)  (c)  and  (d)  to  require  that 
information  required  by  sections  2  and 
3  of  405  KAR  8:030  and  8:040  shall  be 
submitted  on  any  format  prescrilied  by 
OSM  as  well  as  any  format  prescribed 
by  the  Cabinet. 

******* 

|FR  Doc.  94-12860  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  4310-05-M 

30  CFR  Part  917 

Permanent  Program  Amendment 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Recleunation  and  Enforcement,  (OSM), 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Correction  to  final  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  contains 
corrections  to  the  final  rule  that  was 
published  on  Friday,  April  15, 1994,  (59 
FR  17928).  The  regulations  related  to 
technical  revisions  throughout  30  CFR 
chapter  VII,  subchapter  T.  This 
document  corrects  addresses  for  the 
Kentucky  abandoned  mine  land 
reclamation  plan. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  26,  1994. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Gloria  Prettiman,  Branch  of 
Environmental  and  Economic  Analysis, 
Office  of  Surface  Mining  Reclamation 
and  Enforcement,  Headquarters,  1951 
Constitution  Ave  NW.,  Washington,  DC' 
20240;  Telephone:  202-343-5143. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background 

Since  July  1, 1993,  the  date  of  the 
most  recent  revision  to  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  (30  CFR  part  700  to 
End),  the  addresses  of  certain  State  and 
Federal  offices  involved  in  the  State 
regulatory  program  have  changed.  The 
addresses  were  corrected  in  order  to 
indicate  where  copies  of  the  State 
programs  are  available  for  inspection  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  30 
CFR  900.12(a). 

Need  for  Correction 

As  published  the  final  regulation 
contained  incorrect  information  for 
Kentucky’s  Abandoned  Mine  Land 
Reclamation  Plan. 

Correction  of  Publication 

Accordingly,  the  final  rule  technical 
amendment  which  was  published  on 
April  15, 1994  (State  Program 
Amendments:  Alabama  et  al.),  at  59  FR  . 
17928  is  corrected  as  follows; 

1.  On  page  17929,  in  the  second 
column,  in  §917.20,  paragraph  (b)  is 
corrected  to  read  as  follows; 

§  91 7.20  Approval  of  the  Kentucky 
abandoned  mine  reclamation  plan. 
***** 

(b)  Commonwealth  of  Kentucky, 
Natmal  Resources  and  Environmental 
Protection  Cabinet,  Division  of 
Abandoned  Lands,  618  Teton  Trail, 
Frankfort,  Kentucky  40601. 

2.  On  page  17929,  in  the  third 
column,  in  §917.21,  paragraphs  (a)(1) 
and  (b)(1)  are  corrected  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  917.21  Amendment  to  approved 
Kentucky  abandoned  mine  land  reclamation 
plan. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  Commonwealth  of  Kentucky, 
Natural  Resources  and  Environmental 
Protection  Cabinet,  Division  of 


Abandoned  Lands,  618  Teton  Trail, 
Frankfort,  Kentucky  40601. 
***** 

(b)  *  *  * 

(1)  Commonwealth  of  Kentucky, 
Natural  Resources  and  Environmental 
Protection  Cabinet,  Division  of 
Abandoned  Lands,  618  Teton  Trail, 
Frankfort,  Kentucky  40601. 
***** 

Dated:  May  19, 1994. 

Robert ).  Biggi, 

Acting  Assistant  Director,  Eastern  Support 
Center. 

IFR  Doc.  94-12861  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4310-05-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
Department  of  the  Navy 
32  CFR  Part  706 

Certifications  and  Exemptions  Under 
the  International  Regulations  for 
Preventing  Collisions  at  Sea,  1972; 
Amendment 

agency:  Department  of  the  Navy,  DOD. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  the  Navy 
is  amending  its  certifications  and 
exemptions  under  the  International 
Regulations  for  Preventing  Collisions  at 
Sea,  1972  (72  COLREGS),  to  reflect  that 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  of  the  Navy 
has  determined  that  USS  MERRILL  (DD 
976)  is  a  vessel  of  the  Navy  which,  due 
to  its  special  construction  and  purpose, 
cannot  comply  fully  with  certain 
provisions  of  the  72  COLREGS  without 
interfering  with  its  special  fimctions  as 
a  naval  destroyer.  The  intended  effect  of 
this  rule  is  to  warn  mariners  in  waters 
where  72  COLREGS  apply. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  9. 1994. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Captain  R.R.  Rossi,  JAGC,  U.S.  Navy 
Admiralty  Counsel,  Office  of  the  Judge 
Advocate  General,  Navy  Department, 
200  Stovall  Street,  Alexandria,  VA 

Table  Five 


22332-2400,  telephone  number:  (703) 
325-9744. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  granted  in  33  U.S.C. 
1605,  the  Department  of  the  Navy 
amends  32  CFR  part  706.  This 
amendment  provides  notice  that  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  of  the  Navy, 
under  authority  delegated  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  has  certified  that 
USS  MERRILL  (DD  976)  is  a  vessel  of 
the  Navy  which,  due  to  its  special 
construction  and  purpose,  cannot 
comply  fully  with  the  following  specific 
rule  of  72  COLREGS:  In  that  portion  of 
Annex  I,  Section  3(a)  pertaining  to  the 
placement  of  the  after  masthead  light 
and  the  horizontal  distance  between  the 
forward  and  after  masthead  lights, 
without  interfering  with  its  special 
functions  as  a  naval  vessel.  The  Judge 
Advocate  General  of  the  Navy  has  also 
certified  that  the  aforementioned  lights 
are  located  in  closest  possible 
compliance  with  the  applicable  72 
COLREGS  requirements. 

Moreover,  it  has  been  determined,  in 
accordance  with  32  CFR  parts  296  and 
701,  that  publication  of  this  amendment 
for  public  comment  prior  to  adoption  is 
impracticable,  imnecessary,  and 
contrary  to  public  interest  since  it  is 
‘  based  on  technical  findings  that  the 
placement  of  lights  on  this  vessel  in  a 
manner  differently  from  that  prescribed 
herein  will  adversely  affect  the  vessel’s 
ability  to  perform  its  military  functions. 

List  of  Subjects  in  32  CFR  Part  706 

Marine  safety.  Navigation  (Water), 
and  Vessels. 

PART  706— [AMENDED] 

Accordingly,  32  CFR  part  706  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  32  CFR 
part  706  continues  to  read: 

Authority:  33  U.S.C.  1605. 

2.  The  entry  for  USS  MERRILL  (DD 
976)  in  Table  Five  of  706.2  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 


Vessel 

No. 

Masthead 
lights  not 
over  all 
other  lights 
and  obstruc¬ 
tions.  annex 

1,  sec.  2(f) 

Forward 
masthead 
light  not 
in  forward 
quarter  of 
ship, 
annex  1, 
sec.  3(a) 

After  mast¬ 
head  light 
less  than  W 
ship’s  length 
aft  of  for¬ 
ward  mast¬ 
head  light, 
annex  1, 
sec.  (3)(a) 

Percentage 

horizontal 

separation 

attained 

X 

46.1 

USS  MERRILL 


46.1 
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Date:  May  9, 1994. 

Approved: 

R.E.  Grant, 

Rear  Admiral,  JACG,  U.S.  Navy,  fudge 
Advocate  General. 

IFR  Doc.  94-12841  Filed  5-29-94;  8:45  amj 
BILLING  CODE  3810-AE-e 


32  CFR  Part  706 

Certifications  and  Exemptions  Under 
the  International  Regulations  for 
Preventing  Collisions  at  Sea,  1972; 
Amendment 

AGENCY:  Department  of  the  Navy,  DOD. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  the  Navy 
is  amending  its  certifications  and 
exemptions  under  the  International 
Regulations  for  Preventing  Collisions  at 
Sea,  1972  (72  COLREGS),  to  reflect  that 
the  judge  Advocate  General  of  the  Navy 
has  determined  that  USS  SQUALL  (PC 
7),  USS  ZEPHYR  (PC  0).  USS  CHINOOK 
(PC  9),  USS  FIREBOLT  (PC  10),  USS 
UTHIRLWIND  (PC  11),  USS 
THUNDERBOLT  (PC  12),  USS  SHAMAL 
(PC  13)  are  vessels  of  the  Navy  which, 
due  to  their  special  construction  and 
purpose,  cannot  comply  fully  with 
certain  provisions  of  the  72  COLREGS 
without  interfering  with  their  special 
functions  as  naval  patrol  vessels.  The 
intended  effect  of  this  rule  is  to  warn 
mariners  in  waters  where  72  COLREGS 
apply. 


EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  6, 1994. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Captain  R.R.  Rossi,  )AGC,  U.S.  Navy, 
Achmiralty  Counsel,  Office  of  the  judge 
Advocate  General,  Navy  Department, 
200  Stovall  Street,  Alexandria,  VA 
22332-2400,  Telephone  number  (703) 
325-9744. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  granted  in  33  U.S.C. 
1605,  the  Department  of  the  Navy 
amends  32  CFR  part  706.  This 
amendment  provides  notice  that  the 
judge  Advocate  General  of  the  Navy, 
imder  authority  delegated  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  has  certified  that 
USS  SQUALL  (PC  7),  USS  ZEPHYR  (PC 
8),  USS  CHINOOK  (PC  9),  USS 
FIREBOLT  (PC  10),  USS  WHIRLWIND 
(PC  11),  USS  THUNDERBOLT  (PC  12), 
USS  SHAMAL  (PC  13)  are  vessels  of  the 
Navy  which,  due  to  their  special 
construction  and  purpose,  cannot 
comply  fully  with  72  COLREGS,  Rule 
23(a)(ii),  pertaining  to  display  of  a 
masthead  light  and  a  second  (after) 
masthead  light  on  vessels  exceeding  50 
meters  in  length;  Annex  I,  paragraph 
2(k),  pertaining  to  the  vertical  distance 
between  the  forward  and  after  anchor 
lights  and  the  height  of  the  forward 
anchor  light  above  the  hull;  Rule  21(c), 
pertaining  to  location  of  the  stemlight, 
without  interfering  with  their  speeded 
functions  as  naval  piatrol  vessels.  The 
judge  Advocate  General  of  the  Navy  has 
also  certified  that  the  number  of 


masthead  lights  displayed  and  the 
location  of  the  other  mentioned  lights 
are  in  closest  possible  compliance  with 
the  applicable  72  COLREGS 
requirements. 

Moreover,  it  has  been  determined,  in 
accordance  with  32  CFR  Parts  296  and 
701,  that  publication  of  this  amendment 
for  public  comment  prior  to  adoption  is 
impracticable,  unnecessary,  and 
contrary  to  public  interest  since  it  is 
based  on  technical  findings  that  the 
number  and  placement  of  lights  on  USS 
SQUALL  (PC  7),  USS  ZEPHYR  (PC  8). 
USS  CHINOOK  (PC  9),  USS  HREBOLT 
(PC  10),  USS  WHIRLWIND  (PC  11),  USS 
THUNDERBOLT  (PC  12),  USS  SHAMAL 
(PC  13)  in  a  manner  differently  fiom 
that  prescribed  herein  will  adversely 
affect  the  vessels  ability  to  perform  their 
military  functions. 

List  of  Subjects  in  32  CFR  Part  706 

Marine  Safety,  Navigation  (Water), 
and  Vessels. 

PART  706— [AMENDED! 

Accordingly,  32  CFR  part  706  is 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  32  CFR 
part  706  continues  to  read: 

Authority:  33  U.S.C.  1605. 

2.  Table  Three  of  706.2  is  amended  by 
revising  the  column  headings  and 
adding  the  following  ships: 


Table  Three 


Vessel 

No. 

Masthead 
lights  arc  of 
visibility; 
rule  21(a) 

Side  lights 
arc  of  visi¬ 
bility;  rule 
21(b) 

Stem  light 
arc  of  visi¬ 
bility;  rule 
21(c) 

Side  lights 
distarx^e  in¬ 
board  of 
ship's  sides 
in  meters 
§3<b)  annex 

1 

Stem  light, 
distance  for¬ 
ward  of 
stern  in  me¬ 
ters;  rule 
21(c) 

Forward  an¬ 
chor  HghL 
height 
above  hull 
in  meters; 

§2(K)  annex 

1 

Anchor 
lights  rela¬ 
tionship  of 
aft  light  to 
forward  light 
in  meters 
§2(K) 
annex  1 

USS  SQUALL . . 

PC7 . 

’25.5 

3.0 

1.0 

USS  ZEPHYR . 

PC  8 

’25.5 

ao 

1.0 

USS  CHINOOK  _ _ 

PC  9  _ _ 

’25.5 

3.0 

1.0 

USS  FIREBOLT . 

PC  10  ..... 

’25.5 

3.0 

1.0 

USS  WHIRLWIND  . 

PC  11 

’25.5 

3.0 

1.0 

USS  THUNDERBOLT 

PC  12 _ 

’25.5 

3.0 

1.0 

USS  SHAMAL  . 

PC  13 . 

’25.5 

3.0 

1.0 

’  Only  when  towing. 
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Date:  May  6. 1994. 

Approved: 

H.E.  Grant, 

Bear  Admiral,  JACG,  U.S.  Navy,  fudge 
Advocate  General. 
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BILLING  CODE  3810-AE-P 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

50  CFR  Part  301 

[Docket  No.  940381^144;  I.D.  031194B] 

RIN  0648-AG09 
Pacific  Halibut  Fisheries 

AGENCY:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS),  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration  (NO  A  A). 
Commerce. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  NMFS  issues  this  final  rule  to 
implement  allocative  regulations 
governing  fishing  for  halibut  in 
Regulatory  Area  4B  as  recommended  by 
the  North  Pacific  Fishery  Management 
Council  (Council).  This  action  is 
necessary  to  enhance  the  fishing 
opportunities  of  small,  locally  based 
vessels  in  Area  4B.  It  is  intended  to 
further  the  conservation  and 
management  objectives  of  the  Council 
with  respect  to  the  Pacific  halibut 
fishery. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  6. 1994.  at  12:00 
hours  Alaska  local  time. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the 
Environmental  Assessment/Regulatory 
Impact  Review/Final  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Analysis  (EA/RIR/FRFA) 
may  be  obtained  by  contacting  the 
Council,  P.O.  Box  103136,  Anchorage, 
AK  99510,  907-271-2809. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Jay 
J.  C.  Ginter,  Fisheries  Management 
Division,  NMFS,  Alaska  Region,  907- 
586-7228. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

The  fishery  for  Pacific  halibut 
[Hippoglossus  stenolepis]  off  the  coasts 
of  Alaska,  British  Columbia, 
Washington,  Oregon,  and  California  is 
governed  by  the  Convention  for  the 
Preservation  of  the  Halibut  Fishery  of 
the  Northern  Pacific  Ocean  and  the 
Bering  Sea  (Convention).  The 
Convention  is  carried  out  by  the 
International  Pacific  Halibut 
Commission  (IPHC),  which  develops 
regulations  to  manage  the  fishery.  The 


Northern  Pacific  Halibut  Act  of  1982 
(Halibut  Act)  was  subsequently  enacted 
to  give  effect  to  the  1979  Protocol  to  the 
Convention. 

Section  5(c)  of  the  Halibut  Act 
provides  for  the  appropriate  Regional 
Fishery  Management  Coimcil  under  the 
Magnuson  Fishery  Conservation  and 
Management  Act  to  develop  regulations, 
including  limited  access  regulations, 
governing  the  United  States  portion  of 
Convention  waters  and  applicable  to 
nationals  or  vessels  of  the  United  States, 
which  are  in  addition  to,  and  not  in 
conflict  with,  regulations  adopted  by  the 
IPHC.  Since  1987,  NMFS  has 
interpreted  this  provision  to  mean  that 
regulations  having  domestic  allocation 
of  the  Pacific  halibut  resource  as  a 
primary  purpose  would  be  developed  by 
the  Council  with  respect  to  Alaska  and 
by  the  Pacific  Fishery  Management 
Council  with  respect  to  Washington, 
Oregon,  and  California. 

Area  4B  Allocation 

This  action  is  designed  to  ameliorate 
the  effects  caused  by  the  differing 
harvest  abilities  of  vessels  that  catch 
and  land  all  their  halibut  harvest  in 
Area  4B,  principally  at  the  Aleutian 
Islands  community  of  Atka  (single-area 
vessels),  and  vessels  that  catch  and  land 
halibut  in  other  areas  as  well  as  Area  4B 
(multiple-area  vessels).  Most  single-area 
vessels  are  small  relative  to  most 
multiple-area  vessels.  This  size 
differential  means  that  multiple-area 
vessel  operators  have  an  advantage  in 
fishing  power  (i.e.,  a  larger  vessel  has 
more  space  for  fish,  fuel,  and  crew)  and 
in  fishing  time  (i.e.,  a  larger  vessel  can 
be  fished  in  weather  conditions  that 
would  prevent  smaller  vessels  from 
being  fished). 

To  limit  this  competitive 
disadvantage,  the  Council,  after 
reviewing  data  presented  in  the  EA/RIR/ 
Initial  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis 
and  public  testimony,  decided  at  its 
January  1994  meeting  to  recommend  to 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  that  15 
percent  of  the  Area  4B  catch  limit  be 
reserved  for  the  early  season  fishery,  in 
which  there  would  be  a  10,000  lb  (4.5 
mt)  fishing  period  (trip)  limit.  The  IPHC, 
at  its  meeting  of  January  25-28, 1994, 
established  the  1994  halibut  catch  limit 
for  Area  4B  to  be  2,100,000  lb  (953  mt); 
15  percent  of  this  amount  is  315,000  lb 
(143  mt).  The  IPHC  also  established  the 
Area  4B  early  season  to  include  one  24- 
hour  period  on  June  6  through  7, 1994, 
followed  by  31  12-hour  periods  to  occur 
on  every  other  day  between  June  15  and 
August  14, 1994.  The  IPHC  will  close  all 
remaining  12-hour  periods  after  the 
315,000  lb  (143  mt)  early  season  catch 
limit  is  reached  or  add  the  unharvested 


remainder  to  the  subsequent 
unrestricted  fishing  periods  scheduled 
by  the  IPHC  to  begin  on  August  15, 

1994. 

A  proposed  rule  to  implement  the 
Council’s  recommended  action  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  April 
4, 1994  (59  FR  15700).  A  complete 
description  and  justification  for  this 
action  was  presented  in  the  preamble  to 
the  proposed  rule.  Additional 
information  is  also  available  in  the  EA/ 
RIR/FRFA.  Comments  on  the  proposed 
rule  were  invited  through  April  28, 

1994.  No  comments  were  received 
during  the  comment  period. 

Classification 

Analysis  supporting  this  action  can  be 
found  in  the  EA/RIR/FRFA  (see 
ADDRESSES). 

This  final  rule  has  been  determined  to 
be  not  significant  for  purposes  of  E.O. 
12866. 

The  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Fisheries,  NOAA  (AA),  has  determined 
under  section  553(d)(3)  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  that  good 
cause  exists  for  waiving  the  30-day 
delayed  effectiveness  period  for  this 
action.  NMFS  has  proceeded  with 
rulemaking  expeditiously  after  receiving 
the  EA/RIR/IRFA  from  the  Coimcil  on 
February  7, 1994.  The  10,000  pound  (4.5 
mt)  fishing  period  (trip)  limit 
established  for  the  early  season  fishery 
in  Regulatory  Area  4B  must  be  effective 
upon  the  opening  date  of  that  fishery 
(June  6,  1994).  To  delay  the  effective 
date  beyond  June  6  would  severely 
undermine  the  intent  of  the  Council  to 
provide  single-area  vessels  additional 
harvest  opportunities  in  the  halibut 
fishery  of  Regulatory  Area  4B.  To  meet 
the  intent  of  the  Council  for  the  1994 
fishery,  the  AA  is  waiving  the  30-day 
delayed  effectiveness  period  for  this 
action. 

List  of  Subjects  in  50  CFR  Part  301 
Fisheries,  Treaties. 

Dated:  May  20,  1994. 

Charles  Kamella, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries. 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble,  50  CFR  part  301  is  amended 
as  follows: 

PART  301— PACIFIC  HALIBUT 
FISHERIES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  50  CFR 
part  301  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  5  UST  5;  TIAS  2900;  16  U.S.C. 
773-773k. 

2.  Section  301.7,  paragraph  (f)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 
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§  301 .7  Fishing  periods. 

•  *  *  *  « 

(f)  Notwithstanding  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section,  Area  4B  will  be  closed  to 
halibut  fishing  when  315,000  pounds 
(143  mt)  of  the  catch  limit  specified  in 
§  301.10(a)  has  been  taken,  and  will 
reopen  as  scheduled  on  August  15  for 
the  remaining  catch  limit. 
***** 

3.  Section  301.11,  paragraph  (g)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§301.11  Fishing  period  limits. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(g)  Notwithstanding  paragraph  (e)  of 
this  section,  all  vessels  fishing  in  Area 
4B  shall  be  limited  to  a  maximum  catch 
of  10,000  pounds  (4.5  mt)  of  halibut  per 
fishing  period  from  June  6  through 
August  14  inclusive. 
***** 

(FR  Doc.  94-12833  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  amj 
BILUNQ  COOC  3S10-22-P 

50  CFR  Part  646 

Pocket  Na  940246-4137;  i.O.  013194B] 

RIN  0648-AE51 

Snapper-Grouper  Fishery  of  the  South 
Atlantic 

AGENCY:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS),  National  Oceanic  eind 
Atmospheric  Administration  (NOAA). 
Commerce. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  NMFS  issues  this  final  rule  to 
implement  Amendment  6  to  the  Fishery 
Management  Plan  for  the  Snapper- 
Grouper  Fishery  of  the  South  Atlantic 
(FMP).  Amendment  6  establishes 
management  measures  necessary  to 
conserve  overfished  stocks  of  snowy 
grouper,  golden  tilefish,  speckled  hind, 
and  Warsaw  grouper  in  the  South 
Atlantic  exclusive  economic  zone  (EEZ). 
The  intended  effects  of  this  rule  are  to 
rebuild  the  snapper-grouf>er  resources 
and  to  clarify  the  regulations 
implementing  the  FMP. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  27,  1994,  except 
for  §  646.25,  which  is  effective  June  6, 
1994. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  Regulatory  Impact 
Review,  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis 
and  Environmental  Assessment  are 
available  from  the  South  Atlantic 
Fishery  Management  Coimcil,  1 
Southpark  Circle,  suite  306,  Charleston, 
SC  29407-4699;  FAX  803-769-^520. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Peter  J.  Eldridge,  813-893-3161. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Snapper- 
grouper  species  off  the  southern 


Atlantic  states  are  managed  under  the 
FMP.  The  FMP  was  prepared  by  the 
South  Atlantic  Fishery  Management 
Council  (Council)  and  is  implemented 
through  regulations  at  50  CTO  part  646 
under  the  authority  of  the  Magnuson 
Fishery  Conservation  and  Management 
Act  (Magnuson  Act). 

Detail^  description,  backgrormd,  and 
rationale  for  the  management  measures 
in  Amendment  6  and  the  additional 
measures  proposed  by  NMFS  were 
included  in  the  proposed  rule  (59  FR 
9721,  March  1, 1994)  and  are  not 
repeated  here. 

Comments  and  Responses 

Eighteen  comments  were  received 
during  the  public  comment  period.  Most 
of  the  comments  concerned  the 
proposed  closure  of  the  Oculina  Bank 
habitat  area  of  particular  concern 
(HAPC)  to  fishing  for  species  in  the 
sniper-grouper  management  unit. 

Comment:  Five  commercial  fishermen 
opposed  the  closure  of  the  HAPC  to 
fishing  for  snapper-grouper  species. 

They  stated  that  the  closxu^  would 
reduce  income  to  fishermen  and  reduce 
the  supply  of  locally  caught  fish  to 
wholesale  and  retail  dealers.  They  also 
stated  that  the  closure  of  the  HATC  to 
bottom  fishing  could  result  in  a  shift  of 
fishing  eftort  to  adjacent  areas  and  result 
in  overfishing  of  species  in  the  open 
areas.  They  concluded  that  the  action 
would  result  in  a  negative  economic 
impact  for  the  Fort  Kerce  area,  which  is 
adjacent  to  the  HAPC. 

Response:  In  general,  the  Co\mcil  and 
NMFS  agree  that  some  fishing  income 
could  be  lost  and  a  reduction  may  occur 
in  the  flow  of  locally  caught  fish  to 
commercial  chaimels.  Also,  some 
fishing  effort  may  shift  to  open  areas.  A 
minor  negative  economic  impact  on 
local  commimities  may  occur. 
Fishermen  may  target  other  s|>ecies 
within  the  HAPC  and  fish  in  other 
nearby  areas;  however,  quantitative  data 
do  not  exist  to  estimate  these  potentitil 
impacts.  The  HAPC  is  not  a  major 
fishing  area  for  snapper-grouper  species 
and  commercial  landings  from  that  area 
have  never  been  sufficient  to  supply 
local  demand.  The  closure  will  not 
create  a  shortage  of  seafood  in  the  Fort 
Pierce  area.  Some  fishing  effort  may 
shift  to  open  areas;  however,  there  are 
sufficient  management  measures  in 
place  and  imder  development  to 
reflate  any  additional  fishing  effort. 

Ffresently,  13  sp>ecies  in  the  snapper- 
grouper  fishery  management  unit  are 
overfished  and  14  others,  with  similar 
life  history  characteristics,  are  thought 
to  be  overfished.  Hie  Council  is 
concerned  that  traditional  fishery 
management  measures,  such  as 


minimum  size  limits  and  quotas,  may 
not  be  sufficient  to  protect  fully  the 
snapper-grouper  resource.  The  Council 
consider^  establishing  marine  reserves 
in  the  EEZ  off  the  southern  Atlantic 
states  but  deferred  action  after 
considering  public  opposition  and  lack 
of  information  on  benefits  derived  fiom 
marine  reserves.  This  HAPC  closure  is 
a  management  experiment  to  determine 
the  consequences  of  establishing  a 
marine  reserve.  This  measure  will 
“sunset”  after  10  years  if  not 
reauthorized  by  the  Council.  NMFS  is  to 
report  to  the  Council  on  the 
effectiveness  of  the  closure  as  soon  as 
data  are  available,  but  no  later  than  the 
end  of  2000.  The  HAPC  area  was 
selected  because  it  is  relatively  small 
compared  to  the  total  area  that  may  be 
fished,  will  have  a  relatively  small 
impact  on  fishermen,  is  alr^dy  familiar 
to  the  industry,  and  is  already  subject  to 
certain  fishing  restrictions  under 
regulations  implementing  the  Fishery 
Management  Plan  for  Coral  and  Coral 
Reefs  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and  the 
South  Atlantic  and  the  FMP  (see  50  CFR 
parts  638  and  646).  The  Coimdl 
believes,  and  NMFS  agrees,  that  the 
benefits  derived  from  this  management 
experiment  will  exceed  the  temporary 
costs  to  some  fishermen. 

Comment:  Five  recreational  fishermen 
and  two  sports  fishing  clubs  opposed 
closure  of  the  HAPC  because  it  may 
result  in  reduced  catches.  They  claimed 
that  recreational  anglers  might  not  come 
to  the  Fort  Pierce  area  to  fish,  which 
would  be  detrimental  to  the  local 
economy.  Also,  they  stated  that  fishing 
effort  would  shift  to  open  areas  and 
result  in  overfishing. 

Response:  The  Council  and  NMFS  ‘ 
agree  that  some  reductions  in  catch  may 
occur  and  some  anglers  may  switch  to 
other  fishing  grounds  within  and 
outside  of  the  Fort  Pierce  area.  Resuhing 
impacts  on  the  local  economy  are 
uncertain,  but  are  not  expected  to  be 
significant.  Since  anglers  can  still  target 
pelagic  species  such  as  mackerels, 
billfish,  and  sharks  in  the  HAPC  and 
surrounding  areas,  the  impacts  on 
overall  catch  rates  should  not  be  major. 
No  significant  net  change  in  domestic 
economic  activity  will  result  if  anglers 
switch  to  other  fishing  grounds  located 
in  U.S.  waters.  The  majority  of 
recreational  anglers  do  not  possess 
vessels  of  sufficient  size  to  fish  the 
HAPC.  As  stated  earlier,  the  Coimcil 
and  NMFS  agree  that  there  may  be  some 
temporary,  relatively  minor  negative 
impacts.  In  this  context,  if  fish  become 
abundant  in  the  HAPC  as  expected, 
some  will  move  into  adjacent  open  areas 
where  they  will  be  available  to 
fishermen.  Also,  total  recruitment  may 
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be  increased,  which  would  result  in 
higher  catches  in  open  areas  due  to  the 
increased  abundance  of  spawners  in  the 
HAPC.  The  Council  believes,  and  NMFS 
agrees,  that  the  benefits  derived  from 
this  management  experiment  will 
exceed  the  temporary  costs  to  some 
fishermen.  If  this  experiment  does  not 
produce  desired  benefits,  the  fishing 
restrictions  will  be  reconsidered. 

Comment:  The  Deputy  Executive 
Director  of  the  Council  commented  that 
the  proposed  rule  does  not  prohibit 
anchoring  in  the  HAPC,  contrary  to 
Amendment  6. 

Response:  Amendment  6  includes  a 
prohibition  on  anchoring  in  the  HAPC 
as  an  aid  to  enforcement  of  the 
prohibition  on  fishing  in  the  HAPC  for 
snapper-grouper  species.  Under  the 
Magnuson  Act,  the  scope  of  these 
regulations  may  not  extend  to  a  per  se 
anchoring  prohibition  in  the  HAPC,  or 
to  non-fishing  vessels.  The  Council  did 
not  intend  to  prohibit  fishing  in  the 
HAPC  for  fish  other  than  snapper- 
grouper  species.  Accordingly,  a 
prohibition  on  the  combination  of 
fishing  and  anchoring  in  the  HAPC 
more  effectively  meets  the  intent  of  the 
Council.  NMFS  is  not  aware  of  any 
fishing  that  would  be  conducted  while 
anchored  in  the  HAPC  other  than 
fishing  for  snapper-grouper  species. 
Accordingly,  the  proposed  rule  and  this 
final  rule  establish  a  rebuttable 
presumption  that  fishing  while 
anchored  in  the  HAPC  constitutes 
fishing  tor  snapper-grouper  species, 
which  is  prohibited.  Further,  snapper- 
grouper  species  taken  in  the  HAPC  may 
not  be  retained.  Thus,  a  vessel  fishing  in 
the  HAPC,  whether  or  not  anchored, 
may  not  possess  snapper-grouper 
species. 

NMFS  believes  this  final  rule  meets 
the  intent  of  the  Council  regarding 
anchoring  in  the  HAPC,  to  the  extent 
allowable  under  the  Magnuson  Act. 

Comment:  Two  fishermen  stated  that 
anchoring  in  the  HAPC  should  not  be 
prohibited  because  of  safety  reasons. 

Response:  NMFS  agrees;  this  final 
rule  merely  establishes  a  rebuttable 
presumption  that  a  vessel  fishing  while 
at  anchor  in  the  HAPC  is  fishing  for 
snapper-grouper. 

Comment:  One  fisherman  stated  that 
the  HAPC  coordinates  were  not 
published  in  the  public  hearing  draft  of 
Amendment  6;  therefore,  no  one  knew 
where  the  area  was  proposed  to  be 
situated.  He  concluded  that  this  resulted 
in  reduced  public  comment  during 
public  hearings. 

Response:  The  coordinates  of  the 
HAPC  were  published  on  page  25  of  the 
public  hearing  draft  under  Action  9. 
Figure  3  of  the  same  document  showed 
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the  location  of  the  HAPC,  including 
major  cities  in  the  immediate  area.  Each 
participant  at  the  public  hearings 
received  a  copy  of  Figure  3.  Final 
Amendment  6  and  the  proposed  rule 
provide  similar  information.  Moreover, 
the  coordinates  of  the  HAPC  have  been 
established  in  Federal  regulations  since 
July  23, 1984  (50  CFR  638.22(c)). 
Appendix  E  (Summary  of  Public 
Comments)  in  Amendment  6  shows  that 
five  comments  favored  closing  the 
HAPC  to  fishing,  while  seven  comments 
opposed  it.  The  above  information 
indicates  that  the  public  had  adequate 
notice  concerning  the  location  of  the 
HAPC  during  the  public  hearing  and 
proposed  rule  stages. 

Comment:  One  fisherman  stated  that 
a  plan  for  scientific  study  of  fish  stocks 
in  the  HAPC  was  lacking  and  this  was 
a  violation  of  the  Magnuson  Act. 

Response:  Basic  research  needs  are 
listed  and  updated  periodically  for  each 
fishery  management  plan  in  the 
southeastern  United  States.  In  addition, 
NMFS  and  Council  staff  prepare  annual 
research  plans  for  each  fishery 
management  plan.  Research  pertaining 
to  the  HAPC  will  be  addressed  by  the 
NMFS  Science  and  Research  Director 
and  incorporated  into  the  annual 
research  plans.  NMFS  must  present  the 
results  of  the  research  to  the  Council  no 
later  than  the  end  of  the  year  2000. 
Finally,  sections  III.  B.  and  III.  C.  of 
FMP  Amendment  4  also  specifically 
provide  for  fishery  data  collection  and 
periodic  scientific  assessment  of  the 
condition  of  managed  snapper  and 
grouper  stocks;  these  particular  FMP 
provisions  fulfill  sections  303(a)  (3)  and 
(5)  of  the  Magnuson  Act  requiring  the 
evaluation  of  the  condition  of  fish 
stocks.  In  summary,  the  Council  and 
NMFS  are  meeting  research  needs 
indicated  in  this  instance  and  are  in 
compliance  with  the  Magnuson  Act. 

Comment:  Two  commercial  fishermen 
opposed  the  quotas  for  snowy  grouper 
and  golden  tilefish  because  they 
believed  that  the  quotas  would 
discriminate  against  fishermen  with 
smaller  vessels,  especially  those  that 
fished  in  the  Florida  Keys.  A 
representative  of  a  commercial  fishing 
organization  opposed  the  quotas 
because  he  felt  they  were  not  needed. 

Response:  Both  snowy  grouper  and 
golden  tilefish  are  overfished.  Therefore, 
regulatory  guidelines  require  stock 
rebuilding  programs.  The  Council  and 
NMFS  believe  that  fishing  pressure 
must  be  reduced  to  rebuild  these 
species.  The  use  of  commercial  quotas 
is  an  acceptable  and  traditional  method 
to  reduce  fishing  pressure.  The  Council 
has  chosen  to  implement  quota 
reductions  over  a  3-year  period  to 
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minimize  the  economic  impact  upon 
commercial  fishermen.  Also,  the 
Council  recognizes  that  some  snowy 
grouper  and  golden  tilefish  would  likely 
be  taken  as  bycatch  by  fishermen 
targeting  other  species.  Consequently, 
the  Council  is  reserving  a  portion  of  the 
annual  snowy  grouper  and  golden 
tilefish  quotas  as  a  bycatch  allowance. 
Fishermen  will  be  allowed  a  trip  limit 
(allowance)  of  300  pounds  (lb)  (136 
kilograms  (kg))  after  initial  quotas  are 
reached.  Since  fishermen  in  the  Florida 
Keys  with  smaller  vessels  rarely  catch 
300  lb  (136  kg)  of  either  species  in  a 
trip,  their  catches  should  not  be  affected 
by  either  quota. 

Comment:  Two  fishermen  in  the 
Florida  Keys,  who  represented 
fishermen  with  smaller  vessels, 
supported  trip  limits  for  snowy  grouper 
and  golden  tilefish.  A  representative  of 
a  commercial  fishing  organization 
located  in  the  Florida  Keys  did  not 
think  trip  limits  would  adversely  affect 
the  members  of  that  organization. 

Response:  NMFS  agrees  that  the 
commercial  trip  limits  for  snowy 
grouper  and  golden  tilefish,  together 
with  the  bycatch  allowance  (300  lb  (136 
kg))  that  applies  after  the  fishing  year 
quotas  are  filled,  should  not  adversely 
affect  fishermen  with  smaller  vessels. 

Comment:  Three  commercial 
fishermen  and  a  representative  of  a 
commercial  fishing  organization  were 
opposed  to  the  prohibition  on  sale  of 
Warsaw  grouper  and  speckled  hind. 

They  stated  that  harvest  of  Warsaw 
grouper  and  speckled  hind  is  rare,  and 
these  species  would  not  survive  release 
because  of  the  depth  of  capture.  One  of 
the  fishermen  stated  that  it  would  not  be 
practical  to  donate  these  fish  to  a 
charitable  organization.  The 
representative  of  the  commercial  fishing 
organization  stated  that  the  prohibition 
on  sale  would  create  confusion  in  the 
market  and  result  in  law  enforcement 
difficulties. 

Response:  Warsaw  grouper  and 
speckled  hind  are  rare  and  overfished. 
The  Coimcil  recognizes  that  most 
harvest  of  Warsaw  and  speckled  hind  is 
bycatch  and  that  survival  of  released 
individuals  is  low.  However,  the 
Council  is  following  stock  rebuilding 
guidelines  with  regard  to  these  species. 
The  Council  received  public  testimony 
that  some  fishermen  may  target  these 
species  at  certain  times  during  the  year. 
The  Council  proposed  the  prohibition 
on  sale  to  reduce  directed  fishing 
mortality,  but  allowed  retention  of  one 
Warsaw  and  one  speckled  hind  per 
vessel  per  trip  to  minimize  waste. 
Fishermen  are  encouraged  to  donate 
these  fish  to  “good  causes,”  such  as 
charitable  organizations.  Many  marine 
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speicdes  in  the  United  States  are  subject 
to  restrictions  on  sale,  either  seasonally 
or  geographically.  Both  the  market  and 
law  enforcement  ageindes  have  adjusted 
accounting  procedures  and  other 
practices  to  implement  such 
restrictions. 

Partial  Disapproval  of  Amendment  6 

On  May  5, 1994,  the  Regional 
Director,  Southeast  Region.  NMFS 
(Regional  Director),  partially 
disapproved  Amendment  6. 

SpecificaUy.  the  Regional  Director 
disapprove  Action  12  of  the 
amendment,  which  would  have 
required  all  permitted  vessels  to 
maintain  and  submit  vessel  logbooks. 
The  Regional  Director  believes  that  the 
methods  of  obtaining  necessary 
management  data  and  the  appropriate 
sampling  system  for  such  data  are 
determinations  properly  made  by 
NMFS. 

The  regulations  at  50  CFR  646.5(a) 
require  vessel  logbooks  to  be  maintained 
and  submitted  by  all  vessels  fishing  for 
wreckfish  and  for  other  permitted 
Vessels  selected  by  the  ^ence  and 
Research  Director,  Southeast  Fisheries 
Science  Center,  NMFS.  Currently  all 
permitted  vessels  are  selected  to 
..maintain  and  submit  logbooks. 

Vessel  logbooks  provide  catch  and 
effort  data,  which  the  Coimcil  believes 
are  needed  for  quota  monitoring,  stock 
assessments,  catch  histories,  and 
indications  of  shifts  in  fishing  effort. 
NMFS  agrees  that  catch  and  effort  data 
via  logbwks  are  needed  for  all  of  these 
purposes  except  for  quota  monitoring. 

In  the  snapper-grouper  fishery,  NMFS 
has  chosen  to  use  dealer  reports  for 
quota  monitoring  rather  th^  vessel 
logbooks.  These  collections  of 
information  have  been  approved 
previously  under  Ofiice  of  Management 
and  Budget  control  numbers  0648-0016 
(logbooks)  and  0648-0013  (dealer 
reports).  NMFS  agrees  with  the  Council 
that  good  and  sufficient  reasons 
continue  to  exist  for  the  current 
requirement  that  all  permitted  vessels 
maintain  and  submit  vessel  logbooks. 
Accordingly,  NMFS  intends  to  continue 
to  select  all  permitted  vessels  to 
maintain  and  submit  logbooks.  When 
NMFS  believes  that  the  100-percent 
level  of  submission  is  no  longer 
required,  it  will  reduce  the  percentage 
of  vessels  required  to  maintain  and 
submit  logbooks,  without  the  necessity 
of  amending  the  FMP. 

Changes  From  the  Proposed  Rule 

As  a  consequence  of  the  partial 
disapproval  of  Amendment  6.  discussed 
above,  the  proposed  change  to 
§  646.5(a)(1)  is  not  included  in  this  final 


rule  and  the  proposed  diahge  to 
§  646.5(d)  introductory  text  is  modified. 

Classification 

The  Regional  Director  determined  that 
Amendment  6  is  necessary  for  the 
conservation  and  management  of  the 
snapper-grouper  fishery  and  that  it  is 
consistent  with  the  national  standards, 
other  provisions  of  the  Magnuson  Act, 
and  other  applicable  law,  with  the 
exception  of  the  measure  that  would 
have  required  all  permitted  vessels  to 
maintain  and  submit  vessel  logbooks. 

This  final  rule  has  been  determined  to 
be  not  significant  for  purposes  of  E.O. 
12866. 

The  Council  prepared  an  initial 
regulatory  flexibility  analysis  (initial 
RFA)  for  this  action.  The  initi^  RFA  has 
been  adopted  as  final  without  change. 
The  final  RFA  concludes  that  this  final 
rule  may  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities,  as  summarized  in  the  proposed 
rule. 

The  commercial  vessel  trip  limits 
established  in  §  646.25  of  this  final  rule 
are  intended  to  prolong  the  commercial 
seasons  for  snowy  grouper  and  golden 
tilefish  under  the  newly  established 
commercial  quotas.  Prolonging  the 
seasons  will  have  considerable 
economic  benefits  for  the  fisheries. 
E)elay  in  implementing  these  trip  limits 
will  reduce  significahtly  the  potential 
benefits.  However,  imn^iate 
implementation  might  adversely  affect 
commercial  fishermen  when  this  final 
rule  is  published  because  they  may  be 
at  sea.  Accordingly,  to  maximize  the 

f>otential  economic  benefits  of  the  trip 
imits  without  undue  adverse  effect  on 
fishermen  now  on  fishing  trips,  the 
Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries, 
NOAA,  finds  for  good  cause  under 
section  553(d)(3)  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  that  the  effective  date  of 
§  646.25  should  not  be  delayed  beyond 
10  days  firom  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  final  rule. 

List  of  Subjects  in  50  CFR  Part  646 

Fisheries.  Fishing.  Reporting  and 
nK:ordkeeping  requirements. 

Dated:  May  20. 1994. 

Charles  Kamella, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble,  50  CFR  part  646  is  amended 
as  follows; 

PART  646— SNAPPER-GROUPER 
FISHERY  OF  THE  SOUTH  ATLANTIC 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  646 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  16  U.S.C  1801  et  seq. 


2.  In  §  646.1,  paragraph  (b)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§646.1  Purpose  and  scope. 
***** 

(b)  This  part  governs  conservation  and 
management  of  fish  in  the  snapper- 
grouper  fishery  in  or  from  the  ^uth 
Atlantic  EEZ,  except  that  §§646.5  and 
646.24  also  apply  to  such  fish  in  or  from 
adjoining  state  waters. 

§646.2  [Amended] 

3.  In  §  646.2,  in  the  definition  for 
“Fish  in  the  snapper-grouper  fishery", 
under  the  family  designation 
"Tilefishes — M^acanthidae”,  the  listing 
for  "Tilefish  (Golden)”  is  revised  to  road 
“Golden  tilefish”;  and  the  family 
designation  “Triggerfishes — Balistidae" 
is  revised  to  read  “Leatherjackets — 
Balistidae”;  and  in  the  definition  for 
“Sea  bass  pot”,  in  paragraph  (3) 
introductory  text,  the  parenthetical 
phrase  “(see  Figure  3)”  is  revised  to 
read  “(see  Figure  2)". 

§  646.4  [Amended] 

4.  In  §  646.4,  in  paragraph 
(b)(2)(vi)(A),  the  word  “and”  is  added 
after  the  concluding  semi-colon;  in 
{laragraph  (b)(2)(vi)(B).  the  concluding 
word  "and”  is  removed:  and  paragraph 
(b)(2)(vi)(C)  is  removed. 

5.  In  §  646.5,  paragraphs  (d) 
introductory  text  and  (d)(4)  are  revised 
to  read  as  follows; 

§  646.5  Recordkeeping  and  reporting. 
***** 

(d)  Commercial  vessel,  charter  vessel 
and  headboat  inventory.  A  person 
described  under  paragraphs  (a)  or  (b)  of 
this  section  who  is  not  selected  to  report 
must  provide  the  following  information 
when  interviewed  by  the  ^ence  and 
Research  Director: 
***** 

(4)  Fishing  areas; 

***** 

6.  In  §  646.7,  paragraph  (kk)  is 
revised;  paragraph  (mm)  is  redesignated 
as  paragraph  (ss);  and  new  paragraphs 
(mm)  through  (rr)  are  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§646.7  Prohibitions. 
***** 

(kk)  Transfer  at  sea — 

(1)  Warsaw  grouper  or  speckled  hind, 
as  specified  in  §646.21(j)(6); 

(2)  Fish  in  the  snapper-grouper 
fishery  subject  to  a  bag  limit,  as 
specified  in  §  646.23(f);  or 

(3)  Snowy  grouper  or  golden  tilefish, 
as  specified  in  §  646.25(e). 
***** 

(mm)  Fish  for  fish  in  the  snapper- 
grouper  fishery  in  the  Oculina  Bank 
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habitat  area  of  particular  concern 
(HAPC),  retain  such  fish  in  or  from  the 
Oculina  Bank  HAPC.  or  fail  to  release 
immediately  such  fish  taken  in  the 
Oculina  Bank  HAPC  by  hook-and-line 
gear,  as  specified  in  §  646.26(d)(2). 

(nn)  Possess  a  Warsaw  grouper  or 
speckled  hind  in  excess  of  the  vessel 
trip  limit,  as  specified  in  §  646.21  (j)(l) 
or  (j)(2). 

(oo)  Sell,  purchase,  trade,  or  barter,  or 
attempt  to  sell,  purchase,  trade,  or 
barter,  a  Warsaw  grou|}er  or  speckled 
hind,  as  specified  in  §  646.21())(3). 

(pp)  Exceed  a  commercial  trip  limit 
for  snowy  grouper  or  golden  tilefish,  as 
specified  in  §  646.25  (a)  or  (b). 

(qq)  Sell,  purchase,  trade,  or  barter,  or 
attempt  to  sell,  purchase,  trade,  or 
barter,  snowy  grouper  or  golden  tilefish 
in  excess  of  an  applicable  trip  limit,  as 
specified  in  §  646.25(f). 

(rr)  Make  any  false  statement,  oral  or 
written,  to  an  authorized  officer 
concerning  the  taking,  catching, 
harvesting,  landing,  purchase,  sale, 
possession,  or  transfer  of  a  fish  in  the 
snapper-grouper  fishery. 
***** 

7.  Section  646.20  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§646.20  Fishing  years. 

(a)  The  fishing  year  for  wreckfish 
begins  on  April  16  and  ends  on  April 
15. 

(b)  The  fishing  year  for  fish  in  the 
snapper-grouper  fishery  other  than 
wreckfish  begins  on  January  1  and  ends 
on  December  31. 

8.  In  §  646.21,  a  new  paragraph  (j)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  646.21  Harvest  iimitations. 
***** 

(j)  Warsaw  grouper  and  speckled 
hind.  (1)  The  possession  of  warsaw 
grouper  in  or  from  the  EEZ  is  limited  to 
one  per  vessel  per  trip. 

(2)  The  possession  of  speckled  hind  in 
or  fi-om  the  EEZ  is  limited  to  one  per 
vessel  per  trip. 

(3)  A  Warsaw  grouper  or  a  speckled 
hind  in  or  from  the  ffiZ  may  not  be 
sold,  purchased,  traded,  or  bartered,  or 
attempted  to  be  sold,  purchased,  traded, 
or  bartered. 

(4)  A  person  who  fishes  in  the  EEZ 
may  not  combine  a  possession  limit 
specified  in  paragraph  ())(1)  or  (j)(2)  of 
this  section  with  a  l^g  or  possession 
limit  applicable  to  state  waters. 

(5)  Tne  operator  of  a  vessel  that  fishes 
in  the  EEZ  is  responsible  for  the 
possession  limit  applicable  to  that 
vessel. 

(6)  A  Warsaw  grouper  or  speckled 
hind  taken  in  the  EEZ  may  not  be 
transferred  at  sea,  regardless  of  where 


such  transfer  takes  place;  a  warsaw 
grouper  or  speckled  hind  may  not  be 
transferred  at  sea  in  the  EEZ,  regardless 
of  where  such  warsaw  grouper  or 
speckled  hind  was  taken. 

9.  In  §  646.23,  a  new  paragraph  (a)(4) 
is  added  and  paragraph  (b)(3)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  646.23  Bag  and  possession  limits. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(4)  Special  limitations  on  possession 
of  Warsaw  grouper  and  speckled  hind 
apply.  (See  §646.21()).) 

(b)  *  •  * 

(3)  Groupers,  excluding  jewfish  and 
Nassau  grouper,  and  tilefishes, 
combing — 5. 

***** 

10.  Section  646.24  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  646.24  Commercial  quotas. 

Persons  who  are  not  subject  to  the  bag 
limits  are  subject  to  the  following 
quotas.  (See  §  646.23(a)(1)  for 
applicability  of  the  bag  limits.) 

(a)  Wreckfish  (whole  weight) — 2 
million  poimds  (907,185  k^  each 
fishing  year. 

(b)  Snowy  grouper  (gutted  weight,  that 
is,  eviscerated  but  otherwise  whole) — 

(1)  540,314  pounds  (245,082  kg)  in  the 
fishing  year  that  commences  January  1, 

1994. 

(2)  442,448  poimds  (200,691  kg)  in  the 
fishing  year  that  commences  January  1, 

1995. 

(3)  344,508  pounds  (156,266  kg)  in  the 
fishing  year  that  commences  January  1, 

1996. 

(c)  Golden  tilefish  (gutted  weight,  that 
is,  eviscerated  but  otherwise  whole) — 

(1)  1,475,795  pounds  (669,409  kg)  in 
the  fishing  year  that  commences  January 

1.1994. 

(2)  1,238,818  pounds  (561,918  kg)  in 
the  fishing  year  that  commences  January 

1. 1995. 

(3)  1,001,663  pounds  (454,347  kg)  in 
the  fishing  year  that  commences  January 

1. 1996. 

§§  646.27  and  646.25  [Redesignated  as 
§§646.28  and  646.27] 

11.  Section  646.27  is  redesignated  as 
§646.28;  §646.25  is  redesignated  as 

§  646.27;  and  a  new  §  646.25  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  646.25  Commercial  trip  limits. 

Persons  who  are  not  subject  to  the  bag 
limits  and  who  fish  in  the  EEZ  on  a  trip 
are  subject  to  the  following  vessel  trip 
limits.  (See  §  646.23(a)(1)  for 
applicability  of  the  bag  limits.) 

(a)  Snowy  grouper  (whole  weight  or 
gutted  weight,  that  is,  eviscerated  but 
otherwise  whole). 


(1)  Until  the  fishing  year  quota 
specified  in  §  646.24(b)  is  reached,  2,500 
pounds  (1,134  kg). 

(2)  After  the  fishing  year  quota 
specified  in  §  646.24(b)  is  reached,  300 
pounds  (136  kg). 

(b)  Golden  tilefish  (whole  weight  or 
gutted  weight,  that  is,  eviscerated  but 
otherwise  whole). 

(1)  Until  the  fishing  year  quota 
specified  in  §  646.24(c)  is  reached,  5,000 
pounds  (2,268  kg). 

(2)  After  the  fishing  year  quota 
specified  in  §  646.24(c)  is  reached,  300 
pounds  (136  kg). 

(c)  Reduction  of  trip  limits.  When  a 
commercial  quota  specified  in 

§  646.24(b)  or  (c)  is  reached,  or  is 
projected  to  be  reached,  the  Assistant 
Administrator  will  file  a  notice  to  that 
effect  with  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register.  On  and  after  the  effective  date 
of  such  notice,  for  the  remainder  of  the 
fishing  year,  the  appropriate  trip  limit 
applies. 

(d)  A  person  who  fishes  in  the  EEZ 
may  not  combine  a  trip  limit  imder  this 
section  with  any  trip  or  possession  limit 
applicable  to  state  waters. 

(e)  A  snowy  grouper  or  golden  tilefish 
taken  in  the  EEZ  may  not  be  transferred 
at  sea,  regardless  of  where  such  transfer 
takes  place;  a  snowy  grouper  or  golden 
tilefish  may  not  be  transferred  at  sea  in 
the  EEZ,  regardless  of  where  such 
snowy  grouper  or  golden  tilefish  was 
taken. 

(f)  Snowy  grouper  or  golden  tilefish  in 
excess  of  an  applicable  trip  limit 
specified  in  paragraph  (a)  or  (b)  of  this 
section  may  not  be  sold,  purchased, 
traded,  or  bartered,  or  attempted  to  be 
sold,  purchased,  traded,  or  bartered. 

12.  In  §  646.26,  a  new  paragraph  (d) 
is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  646.26  Area  limitations. 
***** 

(d)  Habitat  area  of  particular  concern 
(HAPC).  (1)  The  Oculina  Bank,  which  is 
a  coral  HAPC  under  §  638.23(c)  of  this 
chapter,  is  bounded  on  the  north  by 
27‘’53'N.  latitude,  on  the  south  by 
27°30'N.  latitude,  on  the  east  by  • 
79°56'W.  longitude,  and  on  the  west  by 
80°00'W.  longitude. 

(2)  No  fishing  for  fish  in  the  snapper- 
grouper  fishery  may  be  conducted  in  the 
Oculina  Bank  HAPC;  such  fish  may  not 
be  retained  in  or  from  the  Oculina  Bank 
HAPC.  Fish  in  the  snapper-grouper 
fishery  taken  incidentally  in  the  Oculina 
Bank  HAPC  by  hook-and-line  gear  must 
be  released  immediately  by  cutting  the 
line  without  removing  the  fish  from  the 
water.  It  is  a  rebuttable  presumption 
that  fishing  aboard  a  vessel  that  is 
anchored  in  the  HAPC  constitutes 
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fishing  for  fish  in  the  snapper-grouper 
fishery. 

(3)  See  §  638.23(c)  of  this  chapter  for 
prohibitions  on  fishing  with  bottom 
ionglines,  traps,  pots,  dredges,  and 
bottom  trawls  in  the  Oculina  Bank 
HAPC. 

Figure  3  to  Part  646  [Redesignated  as 
Figure  2  to  Part  646] 

13.  Figure  2  to  part  646  is  removed 
and  Figure  3  to  part  646  is  redesignated 
as  Figure  2  to  part  646. 

IFR  Doc.  94-12897  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  3510-22-l> 


50  CFR  Part  675 

[Docket  No.  931100-4043;  I.D.  052394A] 

Groundfish  of  the  Bering  Sea  and 
Aleutian  Islands  Area 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS),  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration  (NOAA), 
Commerce. 

ACTION:  Closure. 

SUMMARY:  NMFS  is  prohibiting  directed 
fishing  for  aggregate  species  in  the 
Greenland  turbot/arrowtooth  flounder/ 


sablefish  trawl  fishery  category  by 
vessels  using  trawl  gear  in  the  Bering 
Sea  and  Aleutian  Islands  management 
area  (BSAI).  This  action  is  necessary 
because  the  1994  Pacific  halibut  bycatch 
mortality  allowance  specified  for  that 
category  has  been  reached. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  12  noon,  Alaska  local 
time  (A.l.t.),  May  23, 1994,  until  12 
midnight,  A.l.t.,  December  31, 1994. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Andrew  N.  Smoker,  Senior  Inseason 
Manager,  Fisheries  Management 
Division,  NMFS,  907-586-7228. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
groundfish  fishery  in  the  BSAI  exclusive 
economic  zone  is  managed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  according  to  the 
Fishery  Management  Plan  for  the 
Groundfish  Fishery  of  the  BSAI  (FMP) 
prepared  by  the  North  Pacific  Fishery 
Management  Council  under  authority  of 
the  Magnuson  Fishery  Conservation  and 
Management  Act.  Fishing  by  U.S. 
vessels  is  governed  by  regulations 
implementing  the  FMP  at  50  CFR  parts 
620  and  675. 

The  1994  Pacific  halibut  bycatch 
mortality  allowance  for  the  Greenland 
turbot/arrowtooth  flounder/sablefish 
trawl  fishery  category,  which  is  defined 


at  §675.21(b)(lJ(iii)(C).  is  137  metric 
tons  (59  FR  7656,  February  16, 1994). 

The  Director,  Alaska  Region,  NMFS. 
has  determined,  in  accordance  with 
§675.21(c)(l)(iv),  that  the  Pacific 
halibut  bycatch  mortality  allowance 
specified  for  that  category  has  been 
reached.  Therefore,  NMFS  is  prohibiting 
directed  fishing  for  aggregate  species  of 
the  Greenland  turbot/arrowtooth 
flounder/sablefish  trawl  fishery  category 
by  vessels  using  trawl  gear  in  the  BSAI 
from  12  noon,  A.l.t.,  May  23,  1994,  until 
12  midnight,  A.l.t.,  December  31, 1994. 

Directed  fishing  standards  for 
applicable  gear  types  may  be  found  in 
the  regulations  at  §  675.20(h). 

Classification 

This  action  is  taken  under  §  675.21 
and  is  exempt  from  OMB  review  under 
E.O. 12866. 

Authority:  16  U.S.C.  1801  et  sw/. 

Dated:  May  23, 1994. 

David  S.  Crestin, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Fisheries 
Conservation  and  Management,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Sen  ice. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12896  Filed  5-23-94;  4:45  pm] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed 
issuance  of  rules  arxf  regulations.  The 
purpose  of  these  notices  is  to  give  interested 
persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

12  CFR  Part  208 

[Regulation  H;  Docket  No.  R-0838] 

Membership  of  State  Banking 
Institutions  in  the  Federal  Reserve 
System 

AGENCY:  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Board  is  proposing  to 
amend  Regulation  H  to  implement 
section  6(b)  of  the  Depository 
Institutions  Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1992, 
which  authorizes  state  member  banks  to 
make  investments  designed  primarily  to 
promote  the  public  welfare  to  the  extent 
permissible  under  state  law  and  subject 
to  regulation  by  the  Board.  The 
proposed  amendment  would  permit 
state  member  banks  to  make  certain 
public  welfare  investments  without 
specific  Board  approval  and  other 
public  welfare  investments  with  specific 
approval.  The  proposed  rule  also 
addresses  the  procedural  aspects  of 
these  investments. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  submitted  on 
or  before  July  22, 1994. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments,  which  should 
refer  to  Docket  No.  R-0838,  may  be 
mailed  to  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  20th  and  C 
Streets,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20551, 
Attention:  Mr.  William  W.  Wiles, 
Secretary;  or  may  be  delivered  to  Room 
B-2223  between  8:45  a.m.  and  5:15  p.m. 
All  comments  received  at  the  above 
address  will  be  made  available  to  the 
public,  and  may  be  inspected  at  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Office,  Room  B- 
1122  between  8:45  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Manley  Williams,  Attorney  (202/736- 
5565),  Legal  Division;  Sandra 
Braunstein,  Program  Manager  for 
Community  Affairs,  (202/452-3378), 
Division  of  Consumer  and  Community 
Affairs;  Larry  Cunningham,  Senior 
Financial  Analyst  (202/452-2701), 
Division  of  Banking  Supervision  and 


Regulation,  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System.  For  the  hearing 
impaired  only.  Telecommunications 
Device  for  the  Deaf  (TDD),  Dorothea 
Thompson  (202/452-3544),  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  DC  20551. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
6(b)  of  the  Depository  Institutions 
Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1992  added 
paragraph  23  to  section  9  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Act,  12  U.S.C.  338a.  Section 
6(b)  removes  the  restriction  on  the 
ability  of  state  member  banks  to 
purchase,  sell,  underwrite,  and  hold 
investment  securities  provided  that  the 
investment  is  designed  primarily  to 
promote  the  public  welfare  and  that  the 
investment  meets  certain  other  criteria. 
Specifically,  the  investment  must  not 
violate  state  law  or  expose  the  bank  to 
unlimited  liability.  The  aggregate  of  the 
bank’s  public  welfare  investments  must 
not  exceed  the  sum  of  five  percent  of  the 
bank’s  capital  stock  actually  paid  in  and 
unimpair^  and  five  percent  of  its 
unimpaired  surplus  ^nd.  The  Board 
may  waive  this  limit  by  order,  on  a  case- 
by-case  basis,  however,  and  permit  a 
bank  to  make  investments  in  an  amount 
not  exceeding  the  sum  of  ten  percent  of 
the  capital  stock  actually  paid  in  and 
unimpaired  and  ten  percent  of  the 
unimpaired  surplus  fund  of  the  bank. 
Finally,  the  Boaixi  must  limit  a  bank’s 
investments  in  any  one  project. 

In  the  past,  requests  by  state  member 
banks  to  make  public  welfare 
investments  have  been  dealt  with  on  a 
case-by-case  basis.  To  reflect  section 
6(b)’s  amendment  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act  and  to  facilitate  public  welfare 
investments  under  that  section,  the 
Board  is  publishing  for  comment  an 
amendment  to  Regulation  H  to  be 
incorporated  in  a  new  section  entitled 
Community  Development  and  Public 
Welfare  Investments.  This  amendment 
would  permit,  in  many  cases,  public 
welfare  investments  without  Board 
approval. 

Core  Public  Welfare  Investments 

The  proposed  rule  identifies  classes  of 
public  welfare  investments  that  do  not 
require  Board  approval,  leaving  less 
common  investments  and  investments 
of  more  than  five  percent  of  a  bank’s 
capital  subject  to  case-by-case  review. 
The  proposed  rule’s  classification  seeks 
to  distinguish  public  welfare 
investments  from  entrepreneurial 


investments-section  6(b)  merely  states 
that  public  welfare  investments  include 
investments  designed  primarily  to 
promote  the  welfare  of  low-  and 
moderate-income  communities  or 
families.  Under  the  proposed  rule,  a 
state  member  bank  may  invest,  without 
Board  approval,  only  in  a  corporation, 
limited  partnership,  or  other  entity 
established  solely  to  engage  in  the 
following  activities:  low-  and  moderate- 
income  housing;  nonresidential  real- 
estate  development  in  a  low-  or 
moderate-income  area  if  that  real-estate 
is  used  primarily  by  low-  and  moderate- 
income  persons;  job  training  or 
placement  for  low-  and  moderate- 
income  persons;  small  business 
development  in  a  low-  or  moderate- 
income  area;  technical  assistance  and 
credit  counsefing  to  benefit  community 
development;  and  job  creation  in  a  low- 
or  moderate-income  area  for  low-  and 
moderate-income  persons.  The  Board  is 
particularly  interested  in  comments  on 
whether  the  test  for  low-  and  moderate- 
income  housing  should  be  based  on 
whether  a  majority  of  the  units  are 
occupied  by  low-  and  moderate-income 
persons  or  on  other  Federal  programs 
such  as  the  low  income  housing  credit 
in  section  42  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code. 

In  defining  low-  and  moderate-income 
persons  and  low-  or  moderate-income 
area,  the  proposed  rule  uses  definitions 
that  will  p>ermit  a  state  member  bank  to 
look  to  readily  obtainable  data. 
Specifically,  the  proposed  rule  uses  the 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development’s  Chapter  69  Community 
Development  definition  of  low-  and 
moderate-income  persons.  Similarly, 
low-  or  moderate- income  area  is  defined 
as  an  area  in  which  the  median  family 
income  is  less  than  eighty  percent  of  the 
median  family  income  of  the 
Metropolitan  Statistical  Area,  or,  for 
non-metropolitan  areas,  the  state. 
Finally,  the  proposed  rule  uses  the 
Small  Business  Administration’s 
definition  of  small  business. 

Substantive  Requirements 

The  proposed  rule  contains  a  number 
of  substantive  requirements  based  on 
section  6(b).  Specifically,  the 
investment  must  not  violate  state  law  or 
expose  tlie  bank  to  imlimited  liability. 

In  addition,  without  Board  approval,  a 
state  member  bank’s  aggregate  public 
welfare  investments  must  not  exceed 
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the  sum  of  5  percent  of  the  bank’s 
capital  stock  actually  paid  in  and 
unimpaired  and  5  percent  of  the  bank’s 
unimpaired  surplus  fund.  The  Board 
has  previously  determined  that 
undivided  profits  may  be  considered 
part  of  the  capital  stock  and  surplus  of 
a  state  member  bank  (12  CFR  250.152). 
Accordingly,  the  proposed  rule  limits 
aggregate  public  welfare  investments 
without  Board  approval  to  up  to  five 
percent  of  the  capital  stock  and  surplus 
of  the  state  member  bank. 

Section  6(b)  also  requires  that  the 
Board  limit  investments  by  a  state 
member  bank  in  any  one  public  welfare 
investment.  Investment  of  up  to  two 
percent  of  the  bank’s  capital  and  surplus 
would  not  threaten  the  safety  or 
soundness  of  a  well-run  adequately- 
capitalized  bank.  In  addition,  previous 
community  development  investments 
by  state  member  banks  have  not 
approached  this  ceiling.  Accordingly, 
the  proposed  rule  limits  a  state  member 
bank  to  investing  not  more  than  two 
percent  of  its  capital  and  surplus  in  a 
single  investment  without  Board 


certain  non-statutory  substantive 
requirements  for  state  member  banks 
seeking  to  make  public  welfare 
investments  without  Board  approval. 
Specifically,  the  bank  must  be  at  least 
adequately  capitalized  and  rated  a 
composite  CAMEL  “1”  or  "2”,  and  the 
bank  must  not  be  subject  to  any  written 
agreement,  cease  and  desist  order, 
capital  directive,  or  prompt  corrective 
action  directive  issued  by  the  Board  or 
a  Federal  Reserve  Bank  acting  under 
delegated  authority.  These  requirements 
help  to  ensure  that  the  investment  is 
consistent  with  the  safe  and  sound 
,  operation  of  the  bank. 

Procedural  Requirements 

The  proposed  rule  sets  forth  four 
procedural  requirements.  First,  to  keep 
Federal  Reser\'e  Banks  apprised  of 
public  welfare  investments,  within  30 
days  after  making  a  public  welfare 
investment,  a  state  member  bank  must 
advise  its  Reserve  Bank  of  the  amount 
of  the  investment  and  the  identity  of  the 
corporation,  limited  partnership,  or 
other  entity  in  which  the  investment  is 
made.  Second,  a  bank  seeking  to  make 
an  investment  that  falls  outside  of  the 
investments  specified  in  the  proposed 
rule  must  receive  Board  approval.  In  no 
event  may  aggregate  investments  exceed 
ten  percent  of  the  bank’s  capital  stock 
and  surplus.  Third,  if  a  public  welfare 
investment  entered  into  under  the 
proposed  rule  ceases  to  meet  the 
statutory  requirements  or  any 
requirements  established  by  the  Board 


in  granting  approval,  the  bank  must 
divest  itself  of  the  investment  to  the 
extent  that  the  investment  ceases  to 
meet  those  requirements.’  Finally,  if  a 
preexisting  public  welfare  investment 
meets  the  requirements  for  investments 
which  do  not  need  Board  approval,  or 
if  the  Board  approved  the  investment, 
the  bank  need  only  notify  its  Reserve 
Bank  of  the  investment  within  sixty 
days  after  the  effective  date  of  the  final 
rule.  For  other  preexisting  public 
welfare  investments,  the  bank  should 
apply  to  the  Board  for  approval  of  the 
investment  within  one  year  after  the 
final  rule’s  effective  date. 

Bank  Holding  Company  Investments 

In  the  event  that  the  Board  adopts  a 
final  rule  permitting  state  member  banks 
to  make  the  proposed  public  welfare 
investments  discussed  above,  the  Board 
will  consider  revising  its  interpretation 
of  Regulation  Y  to  permit  the  same  class 
of  investments  to  be  made  by  bank 
holding  companies.  If  revised 
accordingly,  a  bank  holding  company 
could  apply  to  make  those  investments 
under  the  existing  expedited  notice 
procedures. 

To  deal  with  proposed  public  welfare 
investments  by  state  member  banks 
during  the  pendency  of  the  proposed 
rule,  the  Board  has  delegated  to  the 
Director  of  the  Division  of  Bank 
Supervision  and  Regulation,  in 
consultation  with  the  General  Counsel 
and  the  Director  of  the  Division  of 
Consumer  and  Community  Affairs,  the 
authority  to  approve  investments  that 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  proposed 
rule. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  Analysis 

Pursuant  to  section  605(b)  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (Pub.  L.  96- 
354,  5  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  the  Board 
certifies  that  the  proposed  amendment 
w'ill  not  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities,  and  that  any  impact  on  those 
entities  should  be  positive.  The 
proposed  amendments  will  reduce  the 
regulatory  burden  for  many  state 
member  banks  by  permitting  them  to 
make  certain  investments  that  had 
previously  required  Board  approval,  and 
will  have  no  effect  in  other  cases. 


'  This  divestiture  is  governed  by  tiie  .same 
requirements  as  divestitures  of  interests  acquired  by 
a  lending  subsidiary  of  a  bank  holding  company  or 
a  bank  holding  company  itself  in  satisfaction  of  a 
debt  previously  contracted. 

Divestiture  is  not  required  if  the  investment 
ceases  to  meet  the  non-statutory  rerjuiremonts 
concerning  capital,  CA.MKL  ratings,  and 
enforcement  actions. 


List  of  Subjects  in  12  CFR  Part  208 

Accounting,  Agriculture,  Banks, 
banking.  Confidential  business 
information.  Currency,  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements.  Securities. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  the  Board  is  proposing  to 
amend  12  CFR  part  208  as  follows: 

PART  208— MEMBERSHIP  OF  STATE 
BANKING  INSTITUTIONS  IN  THE 
FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
(REGULATION  H) 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  208 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  12  U.S.C.  36.  248(a),  248(c), 
321-338a,  37ld,  461,  481-486,  601,  611,  1814, 
1823(j),  1828(o),  18310,  1831p-l.  3105,  3310, 
3331-3351,  and  3906-3909: 15  U.S.C.  1(b), 

1(g),  1(1),  78b.  78o-4(c)(5),  78q.  78q-l.  and 
78w;  31  U.S.C.  5318. 

2.  Section  208.21  is  added  to  subpart 
A  to  read  as  follows: 

§  208.21  Community  development  and 
public  welfare  investments. 

(a)  Definitions —  (1)  Low-  or  moderate- 
income  area  means: 

(1)  One  or  more  census  tracts  in  a 
Metropolitan  Statistical  Area  where  the 
median  family  income  adjusted  for 
family  size  in  each  census  tract  is  less 
than  eighty  percent  of  the  median 
family  income  adjusted  for  family  size 
of  the  Metropolitan  Statistical  Area;  or 

(ii)  If  not  in  a  Metropolitan  Statistical 
Area,  one  or  more  census  tracts  or 
block-numbered  areas  where  the  median 
family  income  adju.sted  for  family  size 
in  each  census  tract  or  block-numbered 
area  is  less  than  eighty  percent  of  the 
median  family  income  adjusted  for 
family  size  of  the  State. 

(2)  Low-  and  moderate-income 
persons  has  the  same  meaning  as  low- 
and  moderate-income  persons  as 
defined  in  42  U.S.C.  5302a(20)(A). 

(3)  Small  business  means  a  business 
Uiat  meets  the  size  eligibility  standards 
of  13  CFR  121.802(a)(2). 

(b)  Investments  that  do  not  require 
prior  Board  approval.  Notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  R.S.  5136,  12  U.S.C.  24 
(Seventh)  made  applicable  to  State 
member  banks  by  paragi^h  20  of 
section  9  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  335),  a  State  member  bank  may 
make  an  investment,  without  prior 
Board  approval,  if  the  following 
conditions  are  met: 

(1)  The  investment  is  in  a  corporation, 
limited  partnership,  or  other  entity: 

(i)  Where  the  Board  has  determined 
that  an  investment  in  that  entity  is  a 
public  welfare  investment  under 
paragraph  23  of  section  9  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Act  (12  U.S.C.  338a).  or  a 
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unity  development  investment 
under  Regulation  Y  (12  CFR 
225.25(b)(6)):  or 

(ii)  Where  that  entity  engages  solely  in 
one  or  more  of  the  following  community 
development  activities: 

(A)  Investing  in,  developing, 
rehabilitating,  managing,  selling,  or 
renting  residential  property  if  a  majority 
of  the  units  will  be  occupied  by  low- 
and  moderate-income  persons; 

(B)  Investing  in,  developing, 
rehabilitating,  meinaging,  selling,  or 
renting  nonresidential  real  property  or 
other  assets  located  in  a  low-  or 
moderate-income  area  and  to  be  used 
primarily  by  low-  and  moderate-income 
persons: 

(C)  Investing  in  one  or  more  small 
businesses  located  in  a  low-  or 
moderate-income  area  to  stimulate 
economic  development: 

(D)  Investing  in,  developing,  or 
otherwise  assisting  job  training  or 
placement  facilities  or  programs  that 
will  be  used  primarily  by  low-  and 
moderate-income  persons: 

(E)  Investing  in  an  entity  located  in  a 
low-  or  moderate- income  area  if  that 
entity  creates  long-term  employment 
opportunities,  a  majority  of  which 
(based  on  full  time  equivalent  positions) 
will  be  held  by  low-  and  moderate- 
income  persons:  and 

(F)  Providing  technical  assistance, 
r;redit  counseling,  research,  and 
program  development  assistance  to  low- 
and  moderate-income  piersons,  small 
businesses,  or  nonprofit  corporations  to 
help  achieve  community  development; 

(2)  The  investment  is  permitted  by 
State  law; 

(5)  The  investment  will  not  expose 
(lie  bank  to  liability  beyond  the  amount 
of  the  investment: 

(4)  The  investment  does  not  exceed 
1  lie  sum  of  two  percent  of  the  bank’s 
capital  stock  and  surplus  as  defined 
under  12  CFR  250.162; 

(5)  The  aggregate  of  all  such 
investments  of  the  bank  does  not  exceed 
1  he  sum  of  five  percent  of  its  capital 
stock  and  surplus  as  defined  under  12 
CFR  250.162; 

(6)  The  bank  is  well  capitalized  or 
adequately  capitalized  under  § 
208.33(b)(1)  and  (2); 

(7)  The  bank  received  a  composite 
CAMEL  rating  of  "1”  or  "2”  under  the 
Uniform  Financial  Institutions  Rating 
System  as  of  its  most  recent 
examination,  and 

18)  The  bank  is  not  subject  to  any 
written  agreement,  cease  and  desist 
order,  capital  directive,  or  prompt 
corrective  action  directive  issued  by  the 
Board  or  a  Federal  Reserve  Bank. 

(c)  Notice.  Not  more  than  30  days  after 
making  an  investment  under  paragraph 


(b)  of  this  section,  the  bank  shall  advise 
its  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  the 
investment,  including  the  amoimt  of  the 
investment  and  the  identity  of  the  entity 
in  whicdi  the  investment  is  made. 

(d)  Investments  requiring  Board 
approval.  With  prior  Board  approval,  a 
State  member  bank  may  make  public 
welfare  investments  under  paragraph  23 
of  section  9  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  338a),  other  than  those 
specified  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section. 

(e)  Divestiture  of  investments.  A  bank 
shall  divest  itself  of  an  investment  made 
under  paragraph  (b),  (d)  or  (f)  of  this 
section  to  the  extent  that  the  investment 
exceeds  the  scope  of,  or  ceases  to  meet, 
the  requirements  of  paragraphs  (b)(1) 
through  (5),  or  paragraph  (d)  of  this 
section.  The  divestiture  shall  be  made  in 
the  manner  specified  in  Regvilation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.140)  for  interests  acquired 
by  a  lending  subsidiary  of  a  bank 
holding  company  or  the  bank  holding 
company  itself  in  satisfaction  of  a  debt 
previously  contracted. 

(f)  Preexisting  investments.  (1)  For 
ongoing  investments  made  prior  to  [the 
final  rule’s  effective  date]  that  are 
covered  by  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section, 
a  State  member  bank  shall  notify  its 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  the  investment 
not  more  than  sixty  days  after  [the  final 
rule’s  effective  date]. 

(2)  For  other  ongoing  investments 
made  prior  to  [the  final  rule’s  effective 
date],  a  State  member  bank  shall  request 
Board  approval  not  more  than  one  year 
after  [the  final  rule’s  effective  date]. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  May  19, 1994. 
William  W.  Wiles, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

IFR  Doc.  94-12718  Filed  5-25-94;  8;45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  94-SW-03-AD] 

Airworthiness  Directives:  Terra 
Corporation  TRT  250  Series 
Transponder 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM). 

SUMMARY:  This  document  proposes  the 
adoption  of  a  new  airworthiness 
directive  (AD)  that  is  applicable  to  the 
Terra  Corporation  TRT  250  series 


transponder  (transponder).  This 
proposal  would  require  removing  the 
transponder  fi-om  the  aircraft,  inspecting 
it  to  determine  if  the  AD  applies,  and 
replacing  any  affected  transponder  with 
a  modified  Terra  Corporation 
transponder  or  another  transponder  that 
responds  properly  to  Mode  S 
interrogations  firom  both  an  ATCRBS/ 
Mode  S  ground  station  and  TCAS II 
airborne  equipment.  This  proposal  is 
prompted  by  FAA  tests  that  show  that 
the  transponder  does  not  reply  to 
certain  interrogations  by  a  Mode  S  or 
Traffic  Collision  Avoidance  System 
(TCAS)  II  signal.  The  actions  specified 
by  the  proposed  AD  are  intended  to 
prevent  failure  of  the  transponder  to 
reply  to  Mode  S  interrogations  from 
both  Mode  S  ground  stations  and  TCAS 
II  airborne  equipment  which  could 
result  in  loss  of  airspace  separation. 
DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
June  27, 1994. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Chief  ^unsel.  Attention: 

Rules  Docket  No.  94-SW-03-AD,  2601 
Meacham  Boulevard,  room  663,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas  76137—4298.  Comments 
may  be  inspected  at  this  location 
between  9  a.m.  and  3  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  Federal  holidays. 

The  service  information  referenced  in 
the  proposed  rule  may  be  obtained  from 
Terra  Corporation,  3520  Pan  American 
Freeway  NE,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico 
87107-4796.  This  information  may  be 
examined  at  the  FAA,  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Chief  Counsel,  2601  Meacham 
Boulevard,  room  663,  Fort  Worth, 

Texas. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  George  R.  Hash,  Aerospace 
Engineer,  Airplane  Certification  Office, 
FAA,  Rotorcraft  Directorate,  2601 
Meacham  Boulevard,  Fort  Worth,  Texas 
76137,  telephone  (817)  222-5134,  fax 
(817)  222-5959. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  Rules  Docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
the  address  specified  above.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
the  closing  date  for  comments,  specified 
above,  will  be  considered  before  taking 
action  on  the  proposed  rule.  The 
proposals  contained  is  this  notice  may 
be  (Ranged  in  light  of  the  comments 
received. 
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Comments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatory,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  proposed  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report  ' 
summarizing  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  this 
proposal  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  self-addressed  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Comments  to 
Docket  Number  94-SW-03-AD.”  The 
postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 

Availability  of  NPRMs 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to  the 
FAA,  Office  of  the  Assistant  Chief 
Counsel,  Attention:  Rules  Docket  No. 
94-SW-03-AD,  2601  Meacham 
Boulevard,  room  663,  Fort  Worth,  Texas 
76137-4298. 

Discussion 

This  notice  proposes  the  adoption  of 
a  new  airworthiness  directive  (AD),  that 
is  applicable  to  the  Terra  Corporation 
TRT  250  transponder,  part  number  (P/ 

N)  0900-0250-^0,  with  serial  numbers 
(S/N)  4194  and  below.  Modification 
Level  (Mod  Level)  4  and  below;  3-inch 
ATI-mounted  TRT  250  push-button 
transponders,  P/N  0900-0250-20,  with 
S/N  5324  and  below.  Mod  Level  4  and 
below;  and,  TRT  250  D  digital  display 
transponders,  P/N  0900-0250-30,  with 
S/N  1155  and  below.  Mod  Level  1  and 
below  (transponder).  Recent  FAA  tests 
have  shown  that  these  transponders  do 
not  reply  to  Air  Traffic  Control  Radio 
Beacon  System  (ATCRBS)  only  or 
ATCRBS/Mode  S  "all-call" 
interrogations  by  a  Mode  S  ground 
sensor.  The  affected  transponder 
processes  interrogation  data  beyond  the 
Pj  pulse  as  an  invalid  interrogation, 
which  causes  it  to  suppress  the  reply. 
The  Mode  S  ground  stations  and  the 
TCAS  II  airborne  equipment  interrogates 
beyond  the  Pa  pulse.  This  inability  of 
the  affected  transponder  to  reply  to 
valid  interrogations  creates  an  unsafe 
condition.  This  condition,  if  not 
corrected,  could  result  in  failure  of  the 
transponder  to  reply  to  Mode  S 
interrogations  from  Mode  S  ground 
stations  and  TCAS  II  airborne 
equipment,  which  could  result  in  loss  of 
airspace  separation. 

Tne  FAA  has  reviewed  and  approved 
Terra  Corporation  Mandatory  Service 


Bulletin  SB-104,  dated  March  14, 19941 
that  describes  procedures  for  modifying 
the  transponder  and  then  performing  a 
final  test  procedure  on  the  transponder 
unit. 

Since  an  unsafe  condition  has  been 
identified  that  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  on  other  products  of  this  same 
type  design,  the  proposed  AD  would 
require,  within  6  months  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD,  removal  of  the 
transponders  to  determine  the  P/N,  S/N, 
and  Mod  Level.  This  proposal  would 
also  require  replacement  of  any  affected 
transponder  with  an  appropriately 
modified  Terra  Corporation  transponder 
or  another  transponder  that  responds 
properly  to  Mode  S  interrogations  from 
both  an  ATCRBS/Mode  S  ground  station 
and  TCAS  II  airborne  equipment. 

The  FAA  has  temporarily  altered  the 
Mode  S  ground  sensors  to  permit  the 
affected  transponder  to  function 
normally.  However,  in  order  to  make  tlie 
Mode  S  ground  sensors  operational  in 
support  of  the  new  national  digital 
communication  data  link 
implementation,  this  temporary 
alteration  will  be  removed  following  the 
replacement  of  all  the  affected 
transponders.  The  AD  proposes  to  allow 
6  months  for  replacement  of  the  affected 
transponders. 

The  FAA  estimates  that  5,000  aircraft 
of  U.S.  registry  would  be  affected  by  this 
proposed  AD,  that  it  would  take 
approximately  1.5  work  hours  to 
accomplish  the  proposed  actions,  and 
that  the  average  labor  rate  is  $55  per 
work  hour.  Required  parts  would  cost 
approximately  $298  per  transponder. 
Based  on  these  figures,  the  total  cost 
impact  of  the  proposal  on  U.S.  operators 
is  estimated  to  be  $1,902,500. 

The  regulations  proposed  herein 
would  not  have  substantial  direct  effects 
on  the  States,  on  the  relationship 
between  the  national  government  and 
the  States,  or  on  the  distribution  of 
power  and  responsibilities  among  the 
various  levels  of  government.  Therefore, 
in  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
12612,  it  is  determined  that  this 
proposal  would  not  have  sufficient 
federalism  implications  to  warrant  the 
preparation  of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  1 
certify  that  this  proposed  regulation  (1) 
is  not  a  “significant  regulatory  action” 
under  Executive  Order  12866;  (2)  is  not 
a  “significant  rule"  under  the  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034,  February  26, 1979);  and  (3)  if 
promulgated,  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact,  positive  or  negative, 
on  a  substantial  number  of  small  entities 
under  the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act.  A  copy  of  the  draft 
regulatory  evaluation  prepared  for  this 


action  is  contained  in  the  Rules  Docket. 
A  copy  of  it  may  be  obtained  by 
contacting  the  Rules  Docket  at  the 
location  provided  under  the  caption 
ADDRESSES. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft,  Aviation 
safety.  Safety. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Administrator,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend  part 
39  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  part  39)  as  follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  App.  1354(a),  1421 
and  1423;  49  U.S.C.  106(g);  and  14  CFR 
11.89. 

§39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

Terra  Corporation:  Docket  No.  94-SW-03- 
AD. 

Applicability:  Model  TRT  250 
transponders,  part  number  (P/N)  0900-0250- 
00,  with  serial  numbers  (S/N)  4194  and 
below.  Modification  Level  (Mod  Leval)  4  and 
below;  3-inch  ATI-mounted  TRT  250  push¬ 
button  transponders.  P/N  0900-0250-20, 
with  S/N  5324  and  below.  Mod  Levels  4  and 
below;  and,  TRT  250  D  digital  display 
transponders,  P/N  0900-0250-30,  with  S/N 
1155  and  below.  Mod  Level  1  and  below 
(transponder). 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  failure  of  the  transponder  to 
respond  properly  to  Mode  S  interrogations 
from  Mode  S  ground  stations  and  Traffic 
Collision  Avoidance  System  (TCAS)  II 
airborne  equipment,  which  could  result  in 
loss  of  airspace  separation,  accomplish  the 
following: 

(a)  Within  6  months  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  remove  the  TRT  250  series 
transponder  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  stated  in  the  Accomplishment 
Section  of  Terra  Corporation  Mandatory 
Serv'ice  Bulletin  No.  SB-104  (SB-104),  dated 
March  14. 1994,  and  determine  the  part 
number  (P/N).  serial  number  (S/N),  and 
modification  level  (Mod  Level). 

(b)  If  the  determination  made  in  paragraph 
(a)  reveals  one  of  the  affected  part  numbers, 
serial  numbers,  and  modification  levels 
indicated  in  this  AD,  replace  the  affected 
transjjonder  with: 

(1)  A  Terra  Corporation  transponder  that 
has  modified  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  SB-104,  dated  March  14. 1994; 

(2)  An  unaffected  Terra  Corporation 
transponder;  or, 

(3)  Another  manufacturer’s  transponder 
that  responds  properly  to  Mode  S 
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interrogations  from  both  an  ATCRBS/Mode  S 
ground  station  and  TCAS  II  airborne 
equipment. 

(c)  If  installing  a  replacement  Terra 
Corporation  transponder  that  has  been 
modiHed  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  SB-104,  dated  March  14, 1994,  perform  a 
ramp  test  in  accordance  with  the  Testing 
section  of  SB-104,  dated  March  14, 1994. 
Conduct  the  tests  and  checks  required  by 
§91.413  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  91.413)  prior  to  approving  the 
aircraft  for  return  to  service. 

(d)  Installation  of  an  affected  Terra 
Corporation  transponder  modified  and  tested 
in  accordance  with  SB-104,  dated  March  14, 
1994,  or  another  transponder  that  responds 
properly  to  Mode  S  interrogations  from  both 
an  ATCRBS/Mode  S  ground  station  and 
TCAS  11  airborne  equipment  constitutes 
terminating  action  for  the  requirements  of 
this  AD. 

(e)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time  that 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety  may  be 
used  when  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Airplane  Certification  Office,  FAA,  Rotorcraft 
Directorate.  Operators  shall  submit  their 
requests  through  an  FAA  Principal 
Maintenance  Inspector,  who  may  concur  or 
comment  and  then  send  it  to  the  Manager, 
Airplane  Certification  Office. 

Note:  Information  concerning  the  existence 
of  approved  alternative  methods  of 
compliance  with  this  AD,  if  any,  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Airplance  Certification 
Office. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  on  May  18, 
1994. 

Eric  Bries, 

Acting  Manager,  Rotorcraft  Directorate, 
Aircraft  Certification  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12868  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  amj 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

18  CFR  Part  284 

[Docket  No.  RM93-^M)00] 

Standards  for  Electronic  Bulletin 
Boards  Required  Under  Part  284  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations 

May  20. 1994. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  new  leadership  for  the 
electronic  bulletin  board  working  group. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  (Commission)  is 
providing  notice  of  the  new  leadership 
of  the  industry  Working  Group 
developing  standards  relating  to 
Electronic  Bulletin  Boards. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  20.  1994. 


ADDRESSES:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Qipitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  DC  20426. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Marvin  Rosenberg,  Office  of  Economic 
Policy,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  Noi^  Elapitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  DC  20426, 
(202)  208-1283 

Brooks  Carter,  Office  of  Pipeline  and 
Producer  Regulation,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  DC 
20426,  (202)  208-0666 
Michael  Goldenberg,  Office  of  General 
Counsel,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  DC  20426, 
(202) 208-2294 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 
addition  to  publishing  the  full  text  of 
this  docuinent  in  the  Federal  Register, 
the  Commission  also  provides  all 
interested  persons  an  opportunity  to 
inspect  or  copy  the  contents  of  this 
document  during  normal  business  hours 
in  room  3104,  941  North  Capitol  Street 
NE.,  Washin^on  DC  20426. 

The  Commission  Issuance  Posting 
System  (CIPS),  an  electronic  bulletin 
board  service,  provides  access  to  the 
texts  of  formal  documents  issued  by  the 
Commission.  CIPS  is  available  at  no 
charge  to  the  user  and  may  be  accessed 
using  a  personal  computer  with  a 
modem  by  dialing  (202)  208-1397.  To 
access  CIPS,  set  your  communications 
software  to  use  300, 1200  or  2400  bps, 
full  duplex,  no  parity,  8  data  bits,  and 
1  stop  bit.  CIPS  can  also  be  accessed  at 
9600  bps  by  dialing  (202)  208-1781.  The 
full  text  of  this  notice  will  be  available 
on  CIPS  for  30  days  from  the  date  of 
issuance.  The  complete  text  on  diskette 
in  WordPerfect  format  may  also  be 
purchased  from  the  Commission’s  copy 
contractor,  La  Dom  Systems 
Corporation,  also  located  in  room  3104, 
941  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington  DC  20426. 

At  the  Commission’s  informal 
conference  on  electronic  bulletin  boards 
(EBBs)  on  April  12, 1994,  it  was  decided 
to  consolidate  the  five  EBB  working 
groups  into  a  single  joint  group.  At  a 
meeting  held  April  28, 1994,  the 
Working  Group  appointed  the  American 
Gas  Association  as  Chair  and 
established  an  Agenda  Committee 
consisting  of  representatives  of  five 
industry  segments.  The  individuals  who 
will  be  serving  as  the  Chair  and  Agenda 
Committee  members  are: 

Working  Group  Chair 

Brian  White,  American  Gas  Association, 
1515  Wilson  Blvd.,  Arlington,  VA 
22209 


PH:  703-841-8496 
FAX:  703-841-8697 

Agenda  Committee  Members 

Fred  Wolgel  (Pipelines),  Transco 
Energy,  2800  Post  Oak  Blvd., 
Houston,  TX  77056-6106 
PH: 713-439-3372 
FAX:  713-439-^608 

Steve  Salese  (Distributors),  Consolidated 
Edison  Co.  of  New  York,  4  Irving 
Place,  New  York,  NY  10003 
PH:  212-460-3367 
FAX:  212-529-1452 
Gary  Gannon  (Marketers),  Enron  Gas 
Services,  1400  Smith  Street,  P.O. 

Box  1188,  Houston,  TX  77251-1188 
PH:  713-853-6922 
FAX:  713-646-3375 
Randall  N.  Mills  (Producers),  Chevron 
U.S.A.,  1301  McKinney,  suite  2330, 
Houston,  TX  77010 
PH:  713-754-2563 
FAX:  713-754-3840 
Michael  Mishkin  (End  Users), 

Sutherland,  Asbill  &  Brennan,  1275 
Pennsylvania  Ave.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20004-2404 
PH:  202-383-0707 
FAX:  202-637-3593 
Persons  who  wish  to  participate  in  the 
Working  Group  process,  and  who  are 
not  currently  on  the  mailing  lists  of  any 
of  the  previous  five  working  groups, 
should  contact  the  Working  Group 
Chair. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  94-12876  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Office  of  Surface  Mining  Reclamation 
and  Enforcement 

30  CFR  Part  914 

Indiana  Regulatory  Program 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement  (OSM), 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  correction. 

SUMMARY:  OSM  is  correcting  a 
typographical  error  in  the  proposed  nde 
document  annoimcing  the  public 
comment  period  on  an  amendment  to 
the  Indiana  regulatory  program 
published  on  Thursday,  May  5, 1994  (59 
FR  23176-23177).  The  proposed 
amendment  consists  of  revisions  to  the 
Indiana  statutes  as  made  by  the  Indiana 
General  Assembly  and  contained  in 
Senate  Enrolled  Act  (SEA)  179.  The 
amendment  is  intended  to  revise  the 
Indiana  regulatory  program  concerning 
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disturbar.cc*;  in  a  floodway  on  a  mine 
site. 

FOR  FURTkeh  information  CONTACT: 
Roger  W.  C^houn,  Director, 
Indianapolis  Field  Office,  Office  of 
Surface  Mir.ng  Reclamation  and 
Enforcement,  Minton-Capehart  Federal 
Building,  room  301,  Indianapolis, 
Indiana  4o204,  Telephone:  (317)  226— 
6166. 

SUPPLEMZ'  ARY  INFORMATION:  On  page 
23176,  third  column,  first  full 
paragraph,  the  second  sentence  should 
be  corrected  to  read  “New  subdivision 
13(e)(3)  is  added  to  IC  13-2-22-13  to 
provide  that  operations  conducted 
under  IC  13-4.1  (Indiana  SMCRA)  are 
exempted  Irom  the  need  for  a 
‘construction  in  a  flood  way’  permit 
issued  by  the  IDNR,  Division  of  Water.” 

Dated:  M<?y  20, 1994. 

Ronald  C.  K  .^.ker, 

Acting  Assistant  Director,  Eastern  Support 
.Center. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12862  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  coot  4310-05-M 


30  CFR  Port  918 

Loulsianc'  Regulatory  Program 

AGENCY:  Oifice  of  Surface  Mining 
ReclamaticiP  and  Enforcement  (OSM), 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Pr  oposed  rule;  public  comment 
period  and  opportunity  for  public 
hearing  on  proposed  amendment. 

summary:  OSM  is  announcing  receipt  of 
a  proposed  amendment  to  the  Louisiana 
regulatory  prrgram  (hereinafter,  the 
“Louisia;  a  program”)  under  the  Surface 
Mining  Cua  rrol  and  Reclamation  Act  of 
1977  (SMCRA).  The  proposed 
amendirie:  T  consists  of  revisions  to  the 
Louisiana  Sarface  Mining  Regulations 
(LSMR)  pe  naming  to  revegetation 
success  standards  regarding  tree  and 
shrub  stor  kmg  and  ground  cover  for 
forest  land  The  amendment  is  intended 
to  specih  V.  ''getation  success 

standards  fur  areas  with  a  postmining 
land  use  nt  torestry. 

DATES:  Wn  ten  comments  must  be 
received  b .  4  p.m.,  c.d.t.  June  27, 1994. 
If  requeste  d  a  public  hearing  on  the 
proposed  a  uendment  will  be  held  on 
June  20,  1  >4.  Requests  to  present  oral 
testimon\  vhe  hearing  must  be 
received  by’  4  p.m.,  c.d.t.  on  June  10, 
1994.  Any  disabled  individual  who  has 
need  for  a  special  accommodation  to 
attend  a  public  hearing  should  contact 
the  indiviii  .al  listed  under  FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION!  CONTACT. 


ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  should 
be  mailed  or  hand  delivered  to  James  H. 
Moncrief  at  the  address  listed  below. 

Copies  of  the  Louisiana  program,  the 
proposed  amendment,  and  all  written 
comments  received  in  response  to  this 
document  will  be  available  for  public 
review  at  the  addresses  listed  below 
during  normal  business  hours,  Monday 
through  Friday,  excluding  holidays. 

Each  requester  may  receive  one 
copy  of  the  proposed  amendment  by 
contacting  OSM’s  Tulsa  Field  Office. 
James  H.  Moncrief,  Director,  Tulsa  Field 
Office,  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement,  5100 
East  Skelly  Drive,  suite  550,  Tulsa, 

OK  74135-6548. 

Louisiana  Department  of  Natural 
Resources,  Office  of  Conservation, 

P.O.  Box  94275,  Baton  Rouge, 
Louisiana  70804-9275,  Telephone: 
(504)  342-5540. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  H.  Moncrief  Telephone:  (918) 
581-6430. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background  on  the  Louisiana 
Program 

On  October  10, 1980,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  conditionally  approved  the 
Louisiana  program.  General  background 
information  on  the  Louisiana  program, 
including  the  Secretary’s  findings,  the 
disposition  of  comments,  and  the 
conditions  of  approval  of  the  Louisiana 
program  can  be  found  in  the  October  10, 
1980,  Federal  Register  (45  FR  67340). 
Subsequent  actions  concerning 
Louisiana’s  program  and  program 
amendments  can  be  found  at  30  CFR 
918.15. 

II.  Proposed  Amendment 

By  letter  dated  May  3, 1994,  Louisiana 
submitted  a  proposed  amendment  to  its 
program  pursuant  to  SMCRA 
(administrative  record  No.  LA-348). 
Louisiana  submitted  the  proposed 
amendment  at  its  own  initiative.  The 
provision  of  LSMR  that  Louisiana 
proposes  to  revise  is  §  53123. B.4, 
standards  for  success  of  revegetation  at 
final  bond  release  on  reclaimed  lands 
developed  for  forestry. 

Specifically,  Louisiana  proposes  to 
review  §  53123.B.4  to  reijuire  that  the 
success  standards  for  (1)  “live  stems  per 
acre”  shall  be 

450  well-distributed  free-to-grow  live  pine 
trees  per  acre  of  the  same  age  or  250  well- 
distributed  live  hardwood  trees  per  acre  of 
the  same  age.  Countable  stems  shall  be  a 
minimum  of  3  years  old. 

and  (2)  “vegetative  ground  cover”  shall 
be  not  less  than  70  percent. 


Louisiana  also  proposed  to  define  at 
§  53123.B.4,  “well-distributed”  to  mean 
uniform  stocking  levels  over  an  entire 
planting  site,  “fir^-to-grow”  to  mean 
pine  seedlings  or  saplings  without 
significant  hardwood  competition,  and 
to  require  that 

Competing  vegetation  shade  the  pine’s 
crown  on  less  than  30%  of  the  crown’s 
circumference  and  the  pines  are  judged  to 
have  better  than  a  90%  chance  of  capturing 
a  place  in  the  crown  canopy. 

III.  Public  Comment  Procedures 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
30  CFR  732.17(h),  OSM  is  seeking 
comments  on  whether  the  proposed 
amendment  satisfies  the  applicable 
program  approval  criteria  of  30  CFR 
732.15.  If  the  amendment  is  deemed 
adequate,  it  will  become  part  of  the 
Louisiana  program. 

1.  Written  Comments 

Written  comments  should  be  specific, 
pertain  only  to  the  issues  proposed  in 
this  rulemaking,  and  include 
explanations  in  support  of  the 
commenter’s  recommendations. 
Comments  received  after  the  time 
indicated  under  DATES  or  at  locations 
other  than  the  Tulsa  Field  Office  will 
not  necessarily  be  considered  in  the 
final  rulemaking  or  included  in  the 
administrative  record. 

2.  Public  Hearing 

Persons  wishing  to  testify  at  the 
public  hearing  should  contact  the 
person  listed  under  FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACT  by  4  p.m.,  C.d.t.  on 
June  10, 1994.  The  location  and  time  of 
the  hearing  will  be  arranged  with  those 
persons  requesting  the  hearing.  If  no  one 
requests  an  opportunity  to  testify  at  the 
public  hearing,  the  hearing  will  not  be 
held. 

Filing  of  a  written  statement  at  the 
time  of  the  hearing  is  requested  as  it 
will  greatly  assist  the  transcriber. 
Submission  of  written  statements  in 
advance  of  the  hearing  will  allow  OSM 
officials  to  prepare  adequate  responses 
and  appropriate  questions. 

The  public  hearing  will  continue  on 
the  specified  date  until  all  persons 
scheduled  to  testify  have  been  heard. 
Persons  in  the  audience  who  have  not 
been  scheduled  to  testify,  and  who  wish 
to  do  so,  will  be  heard  following  those 
who  have  been  scheduled.  The  hearing 
will  end  after  all  persons  scheduled  to 
testify  and  persons  present  in  the 
audience  who  wish  to  testify  have  been 
heard. 

3.  Public  Meeting 

If  only  one  person  requests  an 
opportunity  to  testify  at  a  hearing,  a 
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public  meeting,  rather  than  a  public 
hearing,  may  be  held.  Persons  wishing 
to  meet  with  OSM  representatives  to 
discuss  the  proposed  amendment  may 
request  a  meeting  by  contacting  the 
person  listed  under  FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACT.  All  such  meetings 
will  be  open  to  the  public  and,  if 
possible,  notices  of  meetings  will  be 
posted  at  the  locations  listed  under 
ADDRESSES.  A  written  summary  of  each 
meeting  will  be  made  a  part  of  the 
administrative  record. 

rV.  Procedural  Determinations 

1.  Executive  Order  12866 

This  rule  is  exempted  from  review  by 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  under  Executive  Order  12866 
(Regulatory  Planning  and  Review). 

2.  Executive  Order  12778 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
conducted  the  reviews  required  by 
section  2  of  Executive  Order  12770 
(Civil  Justice  Reform)  and  has 
determined  that  this  rule  meets  the 
applicable  standards  of  subsections  (a) 
and  (b)  of  that  section.  However,  these 
standards  are  not  applicable  to  the 
actual  language  of  State  regulatory 
programs  and  program  amendments 
since  each  program  is  drafted  and 
promulgated  by  a  specific  State,  not  by 
OSM.  Under  sections  503  and  505  of 
SMCRA  (30  U.S.C.  1253  and  12550)  and 
the  Federal  regulations  at  30  CFR 
730.11,  732.15,  and  732.17(h)(10). 
decisions  on  proposed  State  regulatory 
programs  and  program  amendments 
submitted  by  the  States  must  be  based 
solely  on  a  determination  of  whether  the 
submittal  is  consistent  with  SMCRA  and 
its  implementing  Federal  regulations 
and  whether  the  other  requirements  of 
30  CFR  parts  730,  731,  and  732  have 
been  met. 

3.  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

No  environmental  impact  statement  is 
required  for  this  rule  since  section 
702(d)  of  SMCRA  (30  U.S.C.  1292(d)) 
provides  that  agency  decisions  on 
proposed  State  regulatory  program 
provisions  do  not  constitute  major 
Federal  actions  within  the  meaning  of 
section  102(2)(C)  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (42  U.S.C 
4332(2)(C)). 

4.  Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

This  rule  does  not  contain 
information  collection  requirements  that 
require  approval  by  OMB  under  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
3507  et  seq.). 


5.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
determined  that  this  rule  will  not  have 
a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
imder  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (5 

U. S.C.  et  seq.).  The  State  submittal  that 
is  the  subject  of  this  rule  is  based  upon 
counterpart  Federal  regulations  for 
which  an  economic  analysis  was 
prepared  and  certification  made  that 
such  regulations  would  not  have  a 
significant  economic  effect  upon  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
Accordingly,  this  rule  will  ensure  that 
existing  requirements  previously 
promulgated  by  OSM  will  be 
implemented  by  the  State.  In  making  the 
determination  as  to  whether  this  rule 
would  have  a  significant  economic 
impact,  the  Department  relied  upon  the 
data  and  assumptions  for  the 
counterpart  Federal  regulations. 

V.  List  of  Subjects  in  30  CFR  Part  918 

Intergovernmental  relations,  Surface 
mining.  Underground  mining. 

Dated:  May  20, 1994. 

Linda  M.  Wagner, 

Acting  Assistant  Director,  Western  Support 
Center. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12863  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BtLUNO  CODE  431(M>6-M 


30  CFR  Part  935 

Ohio  Permanent  Regulatory  Program  • 

AQENCY:  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement  (OSM), 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  public  comment 
period  and  opportunity  for  public 
hearing  on  proposed  amendment. 

SUMMARY:  OSM  is  announcing  the 
receipt  of  proposed  Program 
Amendment  Number  68  to  the  Ohio 
permanent  regulatory  program 
(hereinafter  the  Ohio  program)  under 
the  Surface  Mining  Control  and 
Reclamation  Act  of  1977  (SMCRA).  The 
amendment  was  initiated  by  Ohio  and 
is  intended  to  make  the  Ohio  program 
as  effective  as  the  corresjionding  Federal 
regulations  concerning 
contemporaneous  reclamation. 
Specifically,  the  amendment  proposes 
to  define  the  terms  “area  mining”  and 
“contom  mining,”  to  establish  time  and 
distance  schedules  for  backfilling  and 
grading  for  mining  methods  other  than 
area  and  contour  mining,  to  require  the 
contemporaneous  commencement  of 
angering,  and  to  require  a  description  of 
the  mining  method  in  the  operation 
plan  contained  in  the  permit. 


DATES:  Wriften  comments  must  be 
received  on  or  before  4  p.m.,  E.D.T.,  on 
June  27, 1994.  If  requested,  a  public 
hearing  on  the  proposed  amendments 
will  be  held  on  June  20, 1994.  Requests 
to  speak  at  the  hearing  must  be  received 
by  4  p.m.,  E.D.T.,  on  June  10, 1994.  Any 
disabled  individual  who  has  need  for  a 
special  accommodation  to  attend  a 
public  hearing  should  contact  the 
individual  listed  under  FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  and 
requests  to  speak  at  the  hearing  should 
be  mailed  or  hand  delivered  to  Richard 
J.  Seibel,  Director,  at  the  address  listed 
below. 

Copies  of  the  Ohio  program,  the 
proposed  amendments,  and  all  written 
comments  received  in  response  to  this 
document  will  be  available  for  public 
review  at  the  addresses  listed  below 
during  normal  business  hours,  Monday 
throu^  Friday,  excluding  holidays. 

Each  requester  may  receive  one  free 
copy  of  the  proposed  amendment  by 
contacting  OSM’s  Columbus  Field 
Office. 

Richard  J.  Seibel,  Director,  Columbus 
Field  Office,  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement,  4480 
Refugee  Road,  suite  201,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43232,  Telephone:  (614)  866- 
0578. 

Ohio  Department  of  Natural  Resources, 
Division  of  Reclamation,  1855 
Fountain  Square  Court,  Building  H-3 
Columbus,  Ohio  43224,  Telephone: 
(614) 265-6675. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  J.  Seibel,  Director,  Columbus 
Field  Office,  (614)  866-0578. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background  on  the  Ohio  Program 
On  August  16, 1982,  the  Secretary  of 

the  Interior  conditionally  approved  the 
Ohio  program.  Background  information 
on  the  Ohio  program,  including  the 
Secretary’s  findings,  the  disposition  of 
comments,  and  the  conditions  of 
approval  can  be  found  in  the  August  10, 
1982,  Federal  Register  (47  FR  34688). 
Subsequent  actions  concerning  the 
conditions  of  approval  and  program 
amendments  can  be  foxmd  at  30  CFR 
935.11,  935.12,  935.15,  and  935.16. 

II.  Description  of  the  Proposed 
Amendment 

By  letter  dated  May  17, 1994 
(Administrative  Record  No.  OH-2018), 
the  Ohio  Department  of  Natural 
Resources,  Division  of  Reclamation 
(Ohio),  submitted  proposed  Program 
Amendment  Number  68.  In  this 
amendment,  Ohic  proposes  to  revise 
three  rules  in  the  Ohio  Administrative 
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Code  (OAC)  to  make  the  Ohio  program 
as  effective  as  the  corresponding  Federal 
regulations  concerning 
contemporaneous  reclamation.  The 
specific  rule  revisions  proposed  by  Ohio 
in  this  amendment  are  briefly  described 
below. 

1.  OAC  section  1501 :1 3-1  -02 
paragraph  (J):  Ohio  is  adding  this  new 
paragraph  to  define  the  term  “mining 
area." 

2.  OAC  section  1501:13-4-02 
paragraph  (CC):  Ohio  is  adding  this  new 
paragraph  to  define  the  term  “contour 
mining.” 

3.  OAC  section  1501:13-4-05 
paragraphs  (A)(2)(a)  (i)  through  (iv): 
Ohio  is  adding  these  new  paragraphs  to 
require  that  the  mining  operation  plan 
in  permit  applications  shall  identify  the 
mining  method  to  be  used  and, 
depending  on  that  proposed  mining 
method,  the  maximum  extent  of  cover  to 
be  mined,  the  beginning  and  ending 
point  of  the  mining,  the  direction  of 
mining,  spoil  placement  plans,  the 
locations  of  haul  roads,  the  intended 
timing  of  the  mining  operation,  and  any 
other  information  that  demonstrates  an 
orderly  and  reasonable  progression  of 
mining  and  that  specifies  how  the 
mining  operation  will  meet  the 
contemporaneous  reclamation 
requirements  of  OAC  section  1501:13- 
9-13. 

4.  OAC  section  1501:13-4-05 
paragraph  (D)(2)(a):  Ohio  is  revising 
this  paragraph  to  require  that 
reclamation  plans  in  the  permit 
application  shall  contain  a  detailed 
timetable  for  the  completion  of  each 
major  step  of  the  reclamation  plan 
specific  to  the  described  mining  method 
and  addressing  the  contemporaneous 
reclamation  requirements  of  OAC 
section  1501:13-9-13. 

5.  OAC  section  1501:13-9-13 
paragraphs  (A)  (1)  through  (6):  Ohio  is 
revising  these  paragraphs  to  clarify  the 
rule  language,  to  specify  minimum  time 
and  distance  requirements  for 
backfilling  and  grading  for  mining 
methods  other  than  contour  or  area 
mining,  and  to  require  the 
contemporaneous  commencement  of 
angering  after  the  creation  of  the 
highwall  to  be  angered. 

6.  OAC  section  1501:13-9-13 
paragraph  (A)(7):  Ohio  is  adding  this 
new  paragraph  to  clarify  that  areas  that 
arc  backfilled  and  rough  graded  shall 
closely  resemble  the  final  ground 
surface  configuration  approved  in  the 
mining  and  reclamation  plan  but  that 
these  areas  are  not  necessarily  ready  for 
resoiling  or  eligible  for  Phase  I  bond 
release. 

As  part  of  and  in  support  of  proposed 
Program  Amendment  Number  68,  Ohio 


has  also’submitted  a  draft  Policy/ 
Procedure  Directive  which  provides 
additional  clarification  and  guidance  on 
the  proposed  Ohio  rule  requirements  for 
contemporaneous  reclamation. 

III.  Public  Comment  Procedures 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
30  CFR  732.17(h),  OSM  is  now  seeking 
comment  on  whether  the  amendment 
proposed  by  Ohio  satisfies  the 
applicable  program  approval  criteria  of 
30  CFR  732.15.  If  the  amendment  is 
deemed  adequate,  it  will  become  part  of 
the  Ohio  program. 

Written  Comments 

Written  comments  should  bo  specific, 
pertain  only  to  the  issues  proposed  in 
this  rulemaking,  and  include 
explanations  in  support  of  the 
commenter’s  recommendations. 
Comments  received  after  the  time 
indicated  under  “DATES”  or  at 
locations  other  than  the  Columbus  Field 
Office  will  not  necessarily  be 
considered  in  the  final  rulemaking  or 
included  in  the  Administrative  Record. 

Public  Hearing 

Persons  wishing  to  speak  at  the  public 
hearing  should  contact  tlie  person  listed 
under  FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT  by  4  p.m.,  E.D.T.,  on  June  10, 
1994.  The  location  and  time  of  the 
hearing  will  be  arranged  with  those 
persons  requesting  the  hearing.  If  no  one 
requests  an  opportunity  to  comment  at 
a  public  hearing,  the  hearing  will  not  be 
held. 

Filing  of  a  written  statement  at  the- 
time  of  the  hearing  is  requested  as  it 
will  greatly  assist  the  transcriber. 
Submission  of  written  statements  in 
advance  of  the  hearing  will  allow  OSM 
officials  to  prepare  adequate  responses 
and  appropriate  questions. 

The  public  hearing  will  continue  on 
the  specified  date  until  all  persons 
scheduled  to  speak  have  been  heard. 
Persons  in  the  audience  who  have  not 
been  scheduled  to  speak  and  w'ho  wish 
to  do  so  will  be  heard  following  those 
who  have  been  scheduled.  The  hearing 
will  end  after  all  persons  scheduled  to 
speak  and  persons  present  in  the 
audience  who  wish  to  speak  have  been 
heard. 

Public  Meeting 

If  only  one  person  requests  an 
opportunity  to  speak  at  a  hearing,  a 
public  meeting,  rather  than  a  public 
hearing,  may  be  held.  Persons  wishing 
to  meet  with  OSM  representatives  to 
discuss  the  proposed  amendment  may 
request  a  meeting  by  contacting  the 
person  listed  under  FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACT.  All  such  meetings 


will  be  open  to  the  public  and.'if 
possible,  notices  of  the  meetings  will  be 
posted  at  the  locations  listed  under 
ADDRESSES.  A  WTitten  summary  of  each 
meeting  will  be  made  a  part  of  the 
Administrative  Record. 

IV.  Procedural  Determinations 
Executive  Order  12866 

This  rule  is  exempted  from  review  by 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  xmder  Executive  Order  12866 
(Regulatory  Planning  and  Review). 

Executive  Order  12776 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
conducted  the  reviews  required  by 
section  2  of  Executive  Order  12778 
(Civil  Justice  Reform)  and  has 
determined  that,  to  the  extent  allow'cd 
by  law,  this  rule  meets  the  applicable 
standards  of  subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of 
that  section.  However,  these  standards 
are  not  applicable  to  the  actual  language 
of  State  regulatory  programs  and 
program  amendments  since  e&ch  such 
program  is  drafted  and  promulgated  by 
a  specific  State,  not  by  OSM.  Under 
sections  503  and  505  of  SMCRA  (30 
U.S.C.  1253  and  1255)  and  30  CFR 
730.11,  732.15  and  732.17(h)(10). 
decisions  on  proposed  State  regvilatory 
programs  and  program  amendments 
submitted  by  the  States  must  be  based 
solely  on  a  determination  of  whether  tlie 
submittal  is  consistent  with  SMCRA  and 
its  implementing  Federal  regulations 
and  whether  the  other  requirements  of 
30  CFR  parts  730,  731,  and  732  have 
been  met. 

Notional  Environmental  Policy  Act 

No  environmental  impact  statement  is 
required  for  this  rule  since  section 
702(d)  of  SMCRA  [30  U.S.C.  1292(d)l 
provides  that  agency  decisions  on 
proposed  State  regulatory  program 
provisions  do  not  constitute  major 
Federal  actions  within  the  meaning  of 
section  102(2)(C)  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
4332(2)(C)). 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

This  rule  does  not  contain 
information  collection  requirements  that 
require  approval  by  OMB  under  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C.* 
3507  et  seq.). 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
determined  that  this  rule  will  not  have 
a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.}.  The  State  submittal 
which  is  the  subject  of  this  rule  is  based 
upon  counterpart  Federal  regulations  for 
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which  an  ecohomic  analysis  was 
prepcued  and  certification  made  that 
such  regulations  would  not  have  a 
significant  economic  effect  upon  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
Accordingly,  this  rule  will  ensure  that 
existing  requirements  previously 
promulgated  by  OSM  will  be 
implemented  by  the  State.  In  making  the 
determination  as  to  whether  this  rule 
would  have  a  significant  economic 
impact,  the  Department  relied  upon  the 
data  and  assumptions  for  the 
counterpart  Federal  regulations. 

List  of  Sub|ects  in  30  CFR  Part  935 

Intergovernmental  relations.  Surface 
mining.  Underground  mining. 

Dated:  May  20, 1994. 

Ronald  C  Recker, 

Acting  Assistant  Director,  Eastern  Support 
Center. 

IFR  Doc.  94-12864  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  431O-0S-M 


30  CFR  Part  935 

Ohio  Regulatory  Program 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement  (OSM), 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  pubUc  comment 
period  and  opportunity  for  public 
hearing  on  proposed  amenc^ent. 

SUMMARY:  OSM  is  announcing  the 
receipt  of  proposed  Program 
Amendment  Number  67  to  the  Ohio 
permanent  regulatory  program 
(hereinafter  the  Ohio  program)  imder 
the  Surface  Mining  Control  and 
Reclamation  Act  of  1977  (SMCRA).  The 
amendment  was  initiated  by  Ohio  and 
is  intended  to  make  the  Ohio  program 
as  effective  as  the  corresponding  Federal 
regulations  concerning  postmining  land 
uses.  Specifically,  the  amendment 
proposes  to  clearly  identify  postmining 
land  use  categories,  to  clarify  the 
comparison  of  premining  and 
postmining  land  uses,  to  clarify  that 
“undeveloped  land”  may  be 
designated  postmining  land  use  only  if 
the  premining  land  use  is  undeveloped 
land,  to  clarify  that  “forestland”  and 
“fish  and  wildlife  habitat”  are  distinct 
postmining  land  uses,  and  to  eUminate 
redundant  provisions  more  stringent 
than  the  Federal  regulations  for  notice 
and  approval  of  alternative  postmining 
land  uses  by  other  reviewing  agencies 
and  for  the  design  of  postmining  land 
use  plans  by  an  engineer. 

OATES:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  on  or  before  4  p.m.  e.d.t.,  on 
June  27, 1994.  If  requested,  a  public 
hearing  on  the  proposed  amendments 


will  be  held  on  June  20, 1994.  Requests 
to  speak  at  the  hearing  must  be  received 
by  4  p.m.  e.d.t.,  on  June  10, 1994.  Any 
disabled  individual  who  has  need  for  a 
special  accommodation  to  attend  a 
public  hearing  should  contact  the 
individual  fisted  under  FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  and 
requests  to  speak  at  the  hearing  should 
be  mailed  or  hand  delivered  to  Richard 
J.  Seibel,  Director,  at  the  address  fisted 
below. 

Ck)pies  of  the  Ohio  program,  the 
proposed  amendments,  and  all  written 
comments  received  in  response  to  this 
document  will  be  available  for  public 
review  at  the  addresses  fisted  below 
during  normal  business  hours,  Monday 
through  Friday,  excluding  holidays. 

Each  requester  may  receive  one  free 
copy  of  the  proposed  amendment  by 
contacting  OSM’s  Columbus  Field 
Office. 

Richard  J.  Seibel,,  Director,  Columbus 
Field  Office,  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement,  4480 
Refugee  Road,  suite  201,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43232,  Telephone:  (614)  866- 
0578. 

Ohio  Department  of  Natural  Resources, 
Division  of  Reclamation.  1855 
Fountain  Square  Court,  Building  H-3, 
Columbus,  Ohio  43226,  Telephone: 
(614) 265-6675. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Richard  J.  Seibel,  Director,  Columbus 
Field  Office,  (614)  866-0578. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background  on  the  Ohio  Program 
On  August  16, 1982,  the  Secretary  of 

the  Interior  conditionally  approved  the 
Ohio  program.  Background  information 
on  the  Ohio  program,  including  the 
Secretary’s  findings,  the  disposition  of 
comments,  and  the  conditions  of 
approval  cem  be  found  in  the  August  10, 
1982,  Federal  Register  (47  FR  34688). 
Subsequent  actions  concerning  the 
conditions  of  approval  and  program 
amendments  can  be  found  at  30  CFR 
935.11,  935.12,  935.15,  and  935.16. 

II.  Description  of  the  Proposed 
Amendment 

By  letter  dated  May  17, 1994 
(Administrative  Record  No.  OH-2017), 
the  Ohio  Department  of  Natural 
Resources,  Division  of  Reclamation 
(Ohio),  submitted  proposed  Program 
Amendment  Number  67.  In  this 
amendment,  Ohio  proposes  to  revise 
one  rule  at  Ohio  Administrative  Code 
(OAC)  section  1501:13-9-17  to  make 
the  Ohio  program  as  effective  as  the 
corresponding  Federal  regulations 
concerning  postmining  land  uses.  The 


specific  rule  revisions  proposed  by  Ohio 
in  this  amendment  are  briefly  described 
below. 

1.  Postmining  land  use  categories: 

Ohio  is  revising  p>aragraphs  (C)(1) 
through  (C)(llJ  to  clarify  the  titles  of  the 
eleven  approved  postmining  land  use 
categories. 

2.  Mining  prior  to  April  10,  1972: 

Ohio  is  revising  paragraph  (B)(1)  to 
clarify  that  the  postmining  land  use  for 
land  that  was  mined  pursuant  to  a 
license  issued  prior  to  April  10, 1972, 
shall  be  Judged  on  the  basis  of  the 
highest  and  best  use  that  can  be 
achieved  Miich  is  compatible  with 
surrounding  areas  and  does  not  require 
the  disturbance  of  areas  previously 
unaffected  by  mining. 

3.  Comparison  of  postmining  and 
premining  land  uses:  Ohio  is  deleting 
the  existing  requirement  in  paragraph 
(B)(2)  that,  if  the  premining  land  use 
was  changed  within  five  years  of  the 
beginning  of  mining,  the  postmining 
land  use  shall  be  compared  to  the 
historic  use  of  the  land  as  well  as  its  use 
immediately  before  mining- 

4.  Undeveloped  land  use:  Ohio  is 
adding  a  new  requirement  in  paragraph 

(B) (2)  that  land  may  be  returned  to  the 
undeveloped  postmining  land  use 
category  only  if  the  land  was 
categorized  as  undeveloped  prior  to 
mining. 

Ohio  is  revising  paragraph  (C)  to 
require  that  all  proposed  changes  of 
land  use,  including  changes  from 
undeveloped  land  to  forestland  or  fish 
and  wildlife  habitat,  shall  be  considered 
an  alternative  land  use  change  subject  to 
approval  by  the  Chief  of  the  Ohio 
Elepartment  of  Natural  Resources, 
Division  of  Reclamation  (the  Chief). 

Ohio  is  deleting  the  existing 
requirement  in  paragraph  (D)(8)  that 
plans  to  change  the  postmining  land  use 
to  undevelop^  land  from  some  other 
land  use  category  must  treat  the  land  as 
if  the  postmining  land  use  were  in  the 
forestland/fish  and  wildlife  habitat 
category. 

5.  Forestland  and  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Habitat:  Ohio  is  revising  paragraphs 

(C) (9)  and  (C)(10)  to  clarify  that 
“forestland”  and  “fish  and  wildlife 
habitat”  are  distinct  postmining  land 
uses.  The  “forest”  category  includes 
land  used  for  commercial  or 
noncommercial  production  of  wood  or 
wood  products. 

6.  Agency  review  of  postmining  land 
uses:  Ohio  is  deleting  the  existing 
requirement  in  paragraph  (D)(1)  that 
requests  for  alternative  postmining  land 
use  must  contain  a  written  statement  of 
views  from  the  authorities  having 
statutory  responsibilities  for  land  use 
policies  and  plans.  Ohio  is  also  deleting 
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the  requirement  in  paragraph  (DKl")  that 
the  operator  must  obtain  any  required 
approval  of  the  final  land  use  from 
local.  State,  or  Federal  land 
management  agencies,  including  any 
necessary  zoning  or  other  required 
changes. 

Ohio  is  revising  paragraph  (D)(6)  to 
clarify  that,  for  approval  by  the  Chief, 
proposed  alternative  postmining  land 
uses  must  identify  measures  to  prevent 
or  mitigate  adverse  effects  on  fish  and 
wildlife  and  on  threatened  or 
endangered  pleuits  or  animals  or  their 
critical  habitats  and  must  demonstrate 
that  an  opportunity  to  comment  has 
been  provided  in  accordance  with  OAC 
section  1501:13-9-11  to  appropriate 
State  and  Federal  fish  and  wildlife 
management  agencies. 

Ohio  is  deleting  the  existing 
requirement  in  paragraph  (D)(9)  that 
alternative  postmining  land  use  plans 
must  demonstrate  that  the  operator  has 
provided  written  notice  of  the  proposed 
land  use  to  appropriate  State  and 
Federal  agencies  with  instructions  for 
those  agencies  to  provide  any  comments 
on  the  proposed  land  use  to  the  Chief. 

7.  Design  of  postmining  land  use 
plans  by  an  engineer:  Ohio  is  deleting 
the  existing  requirement  at  paragraph 
(D)(2)  that  postmining  land  use  plans 
must  be  designed  under  the  general 
supervision  of  a  registered  engineer  or 
other  appropriate  professional. 

III.  Public  Comment  Procedures 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
30  CFR  732.17(h),  OSM  is  now  seeking 
comment  on  whether  the  amendment 
proposed  by  Ohio  satisfies  the 
applicable  program  approval  criteria  of 
30  CFR  732.15.  If  the  amendment  is 
deemed  adequate,  it  will  become  part  of 
the  Ohio  program. 

Written  Comments 

Written  comments  should  be  specific, 
pertain  only  to  the  issues  proposed  in 
this  rulemaking,  and  include 
explanations  in  support  of  the 
commenter’s  recommendations. 
Comments  received  after  the  time 
indicated  under  DATES  or  at  locations 
other  than  the  Columbus  Field  Office 
will  not  necessarily  be  considered  in  the 
final  rulemaking  or  included  in  the 
Administrative  Record. 

Public  Hearing 

Persons  wishing  to  speak  at  the  public 
hearing  should  contact  the  person  listed 
under  FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT  by  4  p.m.,  E.D.T.,  on  June  10. 
1994.  The  location  and  time  of  the 
hearing  will  be  arranged  with  those 
persons  requesting  the  hearing.  If  no  one 
requests  an  opportunity  to  comment  at 


a  public  hearing,  the  hearing  will  not  be 
held. 

Filing  of  a  written  statement  at  the 
time  of  the  hearing  is  requested  as  it 
will  greatly  assist  the  transcriber. 
Submission  of  written  statements  in 
advance  of  the  hearing  will  allow  OSM 
officials  to  prepare  adequate  responses 
and  appropriate  questions. 

The  public  hearing  will  continue  on 
the  specified  date  until  all  persons 
scheduled  to  speak  have  been  heard. 
Persons  in  the  audience  who  have  not 
been  scheduled  to  speak  and  who  wish 
to  do  so  will  be  heard  following  those 
who  have  been  scheduled.  The  hearing 
will  end  after  all  persons  scheduled  to 
speak  and  persons  present  in  the 
audience  who  wish  to  speak  have  been 
heard. 

Public  Meeting 

If  only  one  person  requests  an 
opportunity  to  speak  at  a  hearing,  a 
public  meeting,  rather  than  a  public 
hearing,  may  be  held.  Persons  wishing 
to  meet  with  OSM  representatives  to 
discuss  the  proposed  amendment  may 
request  a  meeting  by  contacting  the 
person  listed  under  FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACT.  All  such  meetings 
will  be  open  to  the  public  and,  if 
possible,  notices  of  the  meetings  will  be 
posted  at  the  location  listed  under 
ADDRESSES.  A  written  summary  of  each 
meeting  will  be  made  a  part  of  the 
Administrative  Record. 

rv.  Procedural  Determinations 
Executive  Order  12866 

This  rule  is  exempted  from  review  by 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  under  Executive  Order  12866 
(Regulatory  Planning  and  Review’). 

Executive  Order  12778 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
conducted  the  reviews  required  by 
section  2  of  Executive  Order  12778 
(Civil  Justice  Reform)  and  has 
determined  that,  to  the  extent  allow'ed 
by  law,  this  rule  meets  the  applicable 
standards  of  subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of 
that  section.  However,  these  standards 
are  not  applicable  to  the  actual  language 
of  State  regulatory  programs  and 
program  amendments  since  each  such 
program  is  drafted  and  promulgated  by 
a  specific  State,  not  by  OSM.  Under 
sections  503  and  505  of  SMCRA  (30  * 
U.S.C.  1253  and  1255)  and  30  CFR 
730.11,  732.15  and  732.17(h)(10). 
decisions  on  proposed  State  regulatory 
programs  and  program  amendments 
submitted  by  the  State  must  be  based 
solely  on  a  determination  of  whether  the 
submittal  is  consistent  with  SMCRA  and 
its  implementing  Federal  regulations 


and  whether  the  other  requirements  of 
30  CFR  parts  730,  731,  and  732  have 
been  met. 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

No  environmental  impact  statement  is 
required  for  this  rule  since 
section702(d)  of  SMCRA  (30  U.S.C. 
1292(d)]  provides  that  agency  decisions 
on  proposed  State  regulatory  program 
provisions  do  not  constitute  major 
Federal  actions  within  the  meeming  of 
section  102(2)(C)  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
4332(2)(C)). 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

This  rule  does  not  contain 
information  collection  requirements  that 
require  approval  by  OMB  under  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
3507  e(  seq.). 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
determined  that  this  rule  will  not  have 
a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
linder  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.).  The  State  submittal 
which  is  the  subject  of  this  rule  is  based 
upon  counterpart  Federal  regulations  for 
which  an  economic  analysis  was 
prepared  and  certification  made  that 
such  regulations  would  not  have  a 
significant  economic  effect  upon  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
Accordingly,  this  rule  vrill  ensure  that 
existing  requirements  previously 
promulgated  by  OSM  will  be 
implemented  by  the  State.  In  making  the 
determination  as  to  whether  this  rule 
would  have  a  significant  economic 
impact,  the  Department  relied  upon  the 
data  and  assumptions  for  the 
counterpart  Federal  regulations. 

List  of  Subjects  in  30  CFR  Part  935 

Intergovernmental  relations,  Surface 
mining,  Underground  mining. 

Dated:  May  20,  1994. 

Ronald  C.  Recker, 

Acting  Assistant  Director,  Eastern  Support 
Center. 

IFR  Doc.  94-12865  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  ami 
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NATIONAL  ARCHIVES  AND  RECORDS 
ADMINISTRATION 

36  CFR  Part  1275 

RIN  3095-AA59 

Preservation  and  Protection  of  and 
Access  to  the  Presidential  Historical 
Materials  of  the  Nixon  Administration, 
Extension  of  Comment  Period  on 
Proposed  Amendment  of  Public 
Access  Reguiations 

AGENCY:  National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration . 

ACTION:  Extension  of  comment  period. 

SUMMARY:  On  March  25, 1994  (59  FR  at 
14128)  the  National  Archives  and 
Records  Administration  published  a 
proposed  rule  to  amend  regulations  on 
procedures  for  preserving  and 
protecting  the  Presidential  historical 
materials  of  the  Nixon  administration 
and  for  providing  public  access  to  these 
materials.  Comments  were  to  be 
received  by  May  24, 1994.  This 
corrunent  period  is  hereby  extended. 
DATES:  All  comments  must  be  received 
by  close  of  business  June  30, 1994. 
ADDRESSES:  All  comments  must  be 
submitted  in  writing  to  the  Policy  and 
Program  Analysis  Division  (NAA), 
National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration,  The  National  Archives 
at  College  Park,  8601  Adelphi  Road, 
College  Park,  MD  20740-6001. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mary  Ann  Hadyka  or  Nancy  Allard  at 
(301)  713-6730  or  TDD  (301)  713-6760. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
period  for  comment  is  being  extended  to 
allow  interested  parties  time  for 
consideration  and  review  of  the 
proposed  rule.  Supplementary 
information  and  the  full  text  of  the 
proposed  rule  appear  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  March  25,  1994,  (59  FR  at 
14128). 

Dated;  May  23,  1994. 

Trudy  Huskamp  Peterson, 

Acting  Archivist  of  the  United  States. 

(FR  Doc.  94-13007  Filed  S-24-94;  9:58  am) 
BSLUNQ  CODE  751S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Public  Health  Service 

42  CFR  Part  84 

Respiratory  Protective  Devices 

AGENCY:  National  Institute  for 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
(NIOSH),  Center  for  Disease  Control  and 
Prevention,  Public  Health  Service,  HHS. 


ACTION:  Proposed  rule:  extension  of 
comment  period,  and  change  in  dates 
and  location  of  meeting. 


SUMMARY:  On  May  24, 1994,  NIOSH 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (59 
FR  26850)  a  proposed  rule  for 
certification  of  respiratory  protective 
devices.  Due  to  requests  from  the 
public,  this  Notice  announces  that 
NIOSH  is  extending  the  period  for 
public  comment  on  the  proposed  rule 
and  is  rescheduling  an  informal  public 
meeting  annoimced  in  the  preamble  to 
the  proposed  rule.  The  close  of  the 
comment  period  has  been  changed  from 
July  8, 1994,  to  July  22, 1994.  The 
meeting  has  been  rescheduled  from  June 
7  and  8, 1994,  to  June  23  and  24, 1994. 

DATES:  Written  comments  on  the 
proposed  rule  must  be  received  at  the 
NIOSH  Docket  Office  before  the  close  of 
business  on  July  22, 1994.  The  informal 
pubic  meeting  on  the  proposed  rule  is 
scheduled  to  begin  at  10  a.m.  on  June 
23,  and  at  9  a.m.  on  June  24, 1994. 
Interested  persons  wishing  to  provide 
oral  comments  at  the  informal  public 
meeting  should  file  a  request  for 
appearance  with  the  NIOSH  Docket 
Office  no  later  than  close  of  business 
June  16, 1994.  The  record  of  the 
informal  public  meeting  will  remain 
open  for  28  days  following  the  close  of 
the  meeting  to  allow  interested  persons 
to  submit  written  statements  or 
comments  regarding  oral  presentations 
made  at  the  public  meeting. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  the  proposed 
rale  should  be  mailed  in  triplicate  to  the 
NIOSH  Docket  Office,  Robert  A.  Taft 
Laboratories,  Mail  Stop  C34,  4676 
Columbia  Parkway,  Cincinatti,  Ohio 
45226.  Requests  to  participate  in  the 
public  meeting  should  be  mailed  in 
duplicate  to  the  NIOSH  Docket  Officer, 
at  the  above  address.  The  public 
meeting  will  be  held  at  the  Vista  Hotel, 
1400  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  W.  Metzler,  Chief.  Certification 
and  Quality  Assurance  Branch,  Division 
of  Safety  Research,  NIOSH,  944 
Chestnut  Ridge  Road,  Morgantown, 
West  Virginia  26505-2888;  the 
telephone  number  is  (304)  284-5713. 

Dated:  May  24, 1994. 

Ted  Katz, 

Acting  Assistant  Director  for  Legislation  and 
Policy.  NIOSH. 

[FR  Doc.  94-13028  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
B'LLINQ  CODE  4160-19-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
50  CFR  Part  17 
RIN  1018-AC22 

Endangered  and  Threatened  Wildiife 
and  Plants;  Reopening  of  Comment 
Period  and  Notice  of  Public  Hearing  on 
Proposed  Endangered  Status  for  the 
Barton  Springs  Salamander 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  notice  of  public 
hearing  and  reopening  of  comment 
period. 

SUMMARY:  The  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
(Service)  provides  notice  that  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  on  the  proposed 
determination  of  endangered  status  for 
the  Barton  Springs  salamander  (Eurycea 
sosorum)  and  that  the  comment  period 
on  the  proposal  is  reopened.  This 
salamander  is  found  only  in  Barton 
Springs,  Travis  County,  Texas.  All 
interested  parties  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  this  proposal. 

DATES:  the  public  hearing  will  be  held 
in  two  sessions,  from  1  p.m.  to  4:30 
p.m.,  and  from  6  p.m.  to  10  p.m.,  on 
June  16, 1994,  in  Austin,  Texas.  The 
comment  period,  which  originally 
closed  on  April  18, 1994,  has  been 
reopened  and  now  closes  on  July  1, 

1994.  The  Service  will  accept  comments 
received  between  April  18, 1994  and 
July  1, 1994. 

ADDRESSES:  Both  sessions  of  the  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  the  Lyndon 
Baines  Johnson  Auditorium,  Lyndon 
Baines  Johnson  Library  Complex,  2315 
Red  River  Street,  University  of  Texas 
campus,  Austin,  Texas.  Written 
comments  and  materials  should  be  sent 
to  the  Field  Supervisor,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  Ecological  Services, 

611  East  6th  Street,  room  407,  Austin, 
Texas  78701.  Comments  and  materials 
received  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection,  by  appointment,  during 
normal  business  hours  at  the  above 
address. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Lisa  0'13onnell,  Biologist,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  Austin  Ecological 
Services  Field  Office,  at  the  above 
address  (telephone  512/482-5436). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

The  Baron  Springs  salamander  is 
completely  aquatic  and  currently  known 
only  from  Barton  Springs  in  Travis 
County.  Texas.  The  salamander  is 
tiireatened  by  contamination  of  the 
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waters  that  feed  Barton  Springs,  reduced 
groundwater  supplies,  and  disturbances 
to  its  surface  habitat  in  the  pools  where 
it  is  found  (such  as  use  of  chemicals  and 
high  pressure  hoses  for  pool  cleaning). 

On  February  17, 1994,  the  Service 
published  a  proposed  rule  in  the 
Federal  Register  (59  FR  7968)  to  list  the 
Barton  Springs  salamander  as 
endangered  under  the  Endangered 
Species  Act  (Act)  of  1973,  as  amended 
(16  U.S.C.  1531  etseq.].  Section 
4(b)(5)(E)  of  the  Act  requires  that  a 
public  hearing  be  held  if  requested 
within  45  days  of  the  proposal’s 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
first  public  hearing  request  received 
within  the  allotted  time  period  came 
from  Mr.  Jon  Beall,  President  of  the  Save 
Barton  Creek  Association,  Austin, 

Texas.  Several  other  hearing  requests 
were  subsequently  received. 

The  Service  has  scheduled  the 
requested  hearing  in  two  sessions,  from 
1  p.m.  to  4;30  p.m.,  and  from  6  p.m.  to 
10  p.m.,  on  June  16, 1994,  at  the  Lyndon 
Baines  Johnson  Auditorium,  Lyndon 
Baines  Johnson  Library  Complex,  2315 
Red  River  Street,  University  of  Texas 
campus,  Austin,  Texas.  Anyone  wishing 
to  make  an  oral  statement  for  the  record 
is  encouraged  to  provide  a  written  copy 
of  their  statement  at  the  start  of  the 
hearing.  So  that  everyone  has  the 
opportunity  to  make  an  oral  statement, 
each  person  who  wishes  to  do  so  should 
make  their  statement  at  only  one  of  the 
sessions.  In  the  event  there  is  a  large  ' 
attendance,  the  time  allotted  for  oral 
statements  may  have  to  be  limited.  Oral 
and  written  statements  receive  equal 
consideration.  There  are  no  limits  to  the 
length  of  written  comments  presented  at 
this  hearing  or  mailed  to  the  Service. 

The  comment  period  on  the  proposed 
rule  originally  closed  on  April  18, 1994. 
The  Service  ^ds  that  good  cause  exists 
to  reopen  the  comment  period  to 
accommodate  the  hearing.  Written 
comments  may  now  be  submitted  until 
July  1, 1994,  to  the  Service  office  in  the 
ADDRESS  section.  The  Service  will  also 
accept  comments  received  between 
April  18, 1994,  and  the  publication  date 
of  this  notice. 

Author 

The  primary  author  of  this  notice  is 
Lisa  O’Donnell  (see  ADDRESSES). 

Authority:  The  authority  for  this  action  is 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (16 
U.S.C.1531  etseq.). 

Dated:  May  20, 1994. 

John  Cross, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  Region  2,  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12846  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4310-6S-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE  * 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

50  CFR  Part  641 

[Docket  No.  940536-4136;  I.D.^1994B] 

Reef  Fish  Fishery  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 

AGENCY:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS),  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration  (NOAA), 
Commerce. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  NMFS  issues  this  proposed 
rule  to  implement  Amendment  9  to  the 
Fishery  Management  Plan  for  the  Reef 
Fish  Resources  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
(FMP).  Amendment  9  would  extend  the 
current  reef  fish  permit  moratorium 
from  its  scheduled  expiration  on  May  8, 
1995,  through  as  late  as  December  31, 
1995.  For  the  red  snapper  segment  of 
the  reef  fish  fishery.  Amendment  9 
would  authorize  the  collection  of 
commercial  landings  data  for  the  years 
1990  through  1992  and  the  collection  of 
information  to  identify  certain 
participants.  It  would  also  extend  the 
red  snapper  endorsement  system  and  its 
associated  trip  and  landing  limits  from 
their  scheduled  expiration  on  December 

31. 1994,  through  as  late  as  December 

31. 1995.  The  intended  effects  of  this 
rule  are  to  collect  information  needed  to 
evaluate  red  snapper  effort  management 
alternatives,  to  identify  individuals  who 
may  qualify  for  initial  participation  in  a 
red  snapper  effort  management  regime, 
and  to  continue  interim  management 
measures  until  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
Fishery  Management  Council  (Council) 
has  an  opportunity  to  implement  longer- 
term  measures. 

DATES:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  on  or  before  July  11, 1994. 
ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  the  proposed 
rule  must  be  sent  to  Robert  Sadler, 
Southeast  Regional  Office,  NMFS,  9721 
Executive  Center  Drive,  St.  Petersburg. 
FL  33702. 

Requests  for  copies  of  Amendment  9, 
which  includes  an  environmental 
assessment  and  a  regulatory  impact 
review,  should  be  sent  to  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  Fishery’  Management  Council, 
5401  West  Kennedy  Boulevard,  suite 
331,  Tampa,  FL  33609. 

Comments  regarding  the  collection-of- 
information  requirement  contained  in 
this  proposed  rule  should  be  sent  to 
Edward  E.  Burgess,  Southeast  Regional 
Office.  NMFS,  9721  Executive  Center 
Drive,  St.  Petersburg,  FL  33702,  and  to 
the  Office  of  Information  and  Regulatory 
Affairs,  Office  of  Management  and 


Budget  (OMB),  Washington,  DC  20503" 
(Attention:  NOAA  Desk  Officer). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  Sadler,  813-893-3161. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  reef 
fish  fishery  of  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  is 
managed  imder  the  FMP,  which  was 
prepared  by  the  Council  and  is 
implemented  through  regulations  at  50 
CFR  part  641  under  the  authority  of  the 
Magnuson  Fishery  Conservation  and 
Management  Act  (Magnuson  Act). 

Amendment  9  would:  (1)  Authorize 
the  collection  of  historical  red  snapper 
landings  data  needed  to  evaluate  red 
snapper  effort  management  alternatives 
and  to  qualify  individuals  for  initial 
shares;  and  (2)  extend  the  moratorium 
on  additional  reef  fish  permits  and  the 
red  snapper  endorsement  system, 
including  its  associated  trip  and  landing 
limits,  through  December  31, 1995, 
unless  replaced  earlier  by  a  red  snapper 
effort  management  system.  Red  snapper 
commercial  landings  data  for  1990, 

1991,  and  1992  would  be  collected  for 
vessels  according  to  owner  and,  in  the 
case  of  permitted  vessels  for  which  the 
permit  was  based  on  the  earned  income 
qualification  of  an  operator,  according 
to  such  operator.  Data  would  also  be 
collected  to  identify  “historical 
captains’’  in  the  red  snapper  fishery  and 
their  share  arrangements  with  vessel 
ow’ners. 

Rationale  for  Proposed  Actions 
Historical  Captains 

After  review  of  testimony  and 
recommendations  of  the  Council’s  Ad 
Hoc  Allocation  Advisory  Panel,  the 
Council  determined  that  historical 
captains  should  be  considered  for 
fishing  privileges  imder  a  red  snapper 
effort  management  system,  as  well  as 
vessel  owners  and  operators  whose 
earned  income  qualified  for  the  vessel 
permit.  The  eligibility  criteria  for 
determining  historical  captain  status 
were  designed  to  discourage  submission 
of  applications  by  recent  entrants  to  the 
fishery  desiring  to  qualify  for  t’no  effort 
management  system. 

To  establish  status  as  a  historical 
captain  for  purposes  of  the  effort 
management  system,  a  captain  must 
have: 

(1)  From  November  6, 1989,  through 
1993,  fished  solely  under  a  verbal  or 
written  share  agreement  with  an  owner 
to  lease  a  vessel,  such  agreement 
providing  for  the  operator  to  be 
responsible  for  hiring  the  crew,  who 
were  paid  from  his  or  her  share; 

(2)  Landed  from  that  vessel  at  least 
5,000  lb  (2,268  kg)  of  red  snapper  per 
year  in  2  of  the  3  years  1990, 1991,  and 
1992; and 
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(3)  Derived  more  than  50  percent  of 
his  or  her  earned  income  from 
commercial  fishing,  that  is,  sale  of  the 
catch,  in  each  of  the  years  1989  through 
1993. 

Proposed  Data  Collection 

The  proposed  submittal  of  red 
snapper  landings  data  to  NMFS  was 
requested  by  vessel  owners,  operators 
whose  earned  income  qualified  for  the 
vessel  permit,  and  historical  captains 
who  are  interested  in  learning  of  their 
possible  preliminary  shares  for  planning 
purposes.  This  information  will  help 
fishermen  determine  their  most  likely 
level  of  participation  in  an  individual 
transferable  quota  (ITQ)  system,  if 
adopted  for  the  fishery.  This  also  will 
help  the  Council  and  the  industry 
decide  whether  to  proceed  with  an  ITQ 
system,  as  included  in  draft 
Amendment  8  to  the  FMP. 

Under  Amendment  9,  persons 
wishing  to  participate  in  a  limited 
access  system  must  submit  their 
landings  data  for  consideration  at  this 
time.  These  landings  data  submitted  to 
NMFS  will  cover  all  vessel  owners, 
operators  whose  earned  income 
qualified  for  the  vessel  permit,  and 
historical  captains  who  may  qualify 
under  a  red  snapper  effort  management 
system.  Collection  of  landings 
information  for  the  1990-1992  period, 
for  which  data  are  readily  available,  will 
provide  the  Council  with  a  complete 
data  base  and  should  obviate  the  need 
for  collecting  these  data  for  that  time 
period  imder  proposed  Amendment  8. 

In  its  final  decisions  on  Amendment 
9,  the  Council  recognized  that  it  would 
be  unnecessarily  burdensome  for 
historical  captains  to  submit  data  that 
duplicate  those  provided  by  the  vessel 
owners/operators.  Accordingly,  the 
collection  of  landings  data  from  fishery 
participants  imder  this  rule  is  designed 
to  avoid  duplication  of  information 
available  to  NMFS. 

Extension  of  Reef  Fish  Permit 
Moratorium  and  Red  Snapper 
Endorsement 

The  reef  fish  permit  moratorium  was 
implemented  on  May  8, 1992,  for  3 
years  ending  May  8, 1995,  to  prevent 
speculative  entry,  as  had  previously 
occurred,  while  the  Council  considers 
other  reef  fish  management  alternatives. 
The  red  snapper  endorsement  and  trip 
limit  provisions  were  established  by 
emergency  action,  and  continued 
through  December  31, 1994,  under 
Amendment  6  to  the  FMP.  The  purpose 
of  the  action  was  to  prevent  an 
extremely  short  season  and  a  "derby” 
fishery,  such  as  occurred  in  1992. 


The  problems  In  the  fishery  that  led" 
to  implementation  of  the  permit 
moratorium  and  the  red  snapper 
endorsement  system  are  expected  to 
persist  until  a  more  comprehensive 
program  to  limit  access  to  the  red 
snapper  fishery  is  in  place.  The  Council 
anticipates  that  the  reef  fish  fishery, 
particularly  for  red  snapper,  would  be 
unnecessarily  disrupted  if  the 
moratorium  and  red  snapper 
endorsement  provisions  were  to  expire 
before  implementation  of  a  limited 
access  system;  but  the  Council  believes 
the  moratorium  should  not  be  continued 
indefinitely.  The  Council’s  target  date 
for  implementing  a  limited  access 
system,  if  one  of  the  current 
management  options  under 
consideration  is  adopted,  is  January  1, 
1996.  Accordingly,  the  Council 
determined  that  the  permit  moratorium 
and  red  snapper  endorsement  system 
should  be  extended  through  December 
31, 1995,  or  until  such  limited  access 
system  is  implemented,  whichever  is 
earlier. 

Additional  Changes  Propiosed  by  NMFS 

In  addition  to  the  measures  contained 
in  Amendment  9,  NMFS  proposes  the 
following  changes  to  clarify  the 
regulations. 

In  Amendment  4  to  the  FMP,  which 
contained  the  moratorium  on  additional 
permits  in  the  reef  fish  fishery,  and  in 
Amendment  5  to  the  FMP,  which 
contained  the  moratorium  on  additional 
participants  in  the  fish  trap  segment  of 
the  reef  fish  fishery,  the  Council 
specified  that  a  permit  or  fish  trap 
endorsement  that  is  not  renewed  will 
not  be  reissued.  A  permit/endorsement 
is  considered  to  have  been  "not 
renewed”  when  a  complete  application 
for  renewal  is  not  received  within  one 
year  after  the  expiration  date  of  the 
permit.  This  criterion  is  based  on  the 
fact  that  permits  are  generally  issued  for 
a  period  of  one  year.  NMFS  considers 
this  criterion  to  be  consistent  with  the 
Council’s  intent,  and  it  has  been 
consistently  applied.  For  clarity,  NMFS 
proposes  to  include  this  criterion  in  the 
regulations  at  §  641.4(m)(4)  and  (p)(5). 

Regulations  implementing 
Amendment  7  to  the  FMP  allow  the 
transfer  of  a  fish  trap  endorsement  when 
ownership  of  a  vessel  with  a  fish  trap 
endorsement  is  transferred  to  certain 
relatives  of  the  owner  (see  50  CFR  641.4 
as  amended  on  February  7, 1994  (59  FR 
6588,  February  11, 1994)).  In  accordance 
with  the  Council’s  intent,  NMFS 
proposes  to  amend  the  regulations  at 
§  641.4(p)(4)  to  clarify  that  such  new 
owner  may  renew  the  fish  trap 
endorsement  without  having  to  meet  the 
requirements  applicable  to  the  initial 


issuance  of  the  endorsement,  that  is,  a 
history  of  reef  fish  landings  from  traps. 

In  the  restrictions  applicable  in  the 
longline  and  buoy  gear  restricted  area 
and  in  the  special  management  zone 
(SMZ),  at  §  641.23(b)(1)  and  (d)(2). 
respectively,  the  specification  of  what 
constitutes  "fishing  for  reef  fish”  may  be 
interpreted  as  a  change  in  the  definition 
of  "fishing,”  so  that  possession  of  reef 
fish,  or  certain  quantities  of  reef  fish, 
aboard  a  vessel  while  in  transit  of  the 
restricted  area  or  SMZ  would  be 
prohibited.  The  intent  of  the  measures 
is  to  restrict  harvesting  in  these  areas, 
and  not  possession  of  reef  fish  while  in 
transit.  To  achieve  the  intended  result, 
NMFS  proposes  revised  language  to 
clarify  that  the  definition  of  "fishing”  is 
not  changed. 

Classification 

This  proposed  rule  is  exempt  from 
prepublication  review  for  purposes  of 
E.O.  12866. 

The  General  Counsel  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce  certified  to 
the  Small  Business  Administration  that 
this  proposed  rule,  if  adopted,  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on 
a  substantial  number  of  small  entities, 
because  no  reduction  in  gross  revenues 
is  expected  and  capital  costs  of 
compliance  are  not  expected  to  be 
significant.  As  a  result,  a  regulatory 
flexibility  analysis  was  not  prepared. 

Section  641.10  of  this  proposed  rule, 
concerning  the  collection  of  data  on  red 
snapper,  contains  two  collection-of- 
information  requirements  subject  to  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act —  specifically, 
information  on  landings  of  red  snapper 
and  documentation  of  status  as  a 
historical  captain  in  the  red  snapper 
fishery.  Requests  to  collect  this 
information  have  been  submitted  to 
OMB  for  approval.  The  public  reporting 
burdens  for  these  collections  of 
information  are  estimated  to  average  2 
and  5  hours  per  response,  respectively, 
including  the  time  for  reviewing 
instructions,  searching  existing  data 
sources,  gathering  and  maintaining  the 
data  needed,  and  completing  and 
reviewing  the  collections  of 
information.  Send  comments  regarding 
these  reporting  burden  estimates  or  any 
other  aspects  of  the  collections  of 
information,  including  suggestions  for 
reducing  the  burdens,  to  NMFS  and 
OMB  (see  ADDRESSES). 

List  of  Subjects  in  50  CFR  Part  641 

Fisheries,  Fishing,  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 
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Dated:  May  20, 1994. 

Charles  Kamclla, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble,  50  CFR  part  641  is  proposed 
to  be  amended  as  follows: 

PART  641— REEF  FISH  FISHERY  OF 
THE  GULF  OF  MEXICO 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  641 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority.  16  U.S.C.  1801  et  seq. 

2.  In  §  641.4,  paragraph  (m) 
introductory  text,  paragraph  (m)(4), 
paragraph  (o)  introductory  text,  and 
paragraphs  (pK4)  and  (p)(5)  are  revised, 
and  introductory  text  for  paragraph  (n) 
is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§641.4  Permits  and  fees. 
***** 

(m)  Moratorium  on  permits.  This 
paragraph  (m)  is  effective  through 
December  31, 1995. 

***** 

(4)  A  permit  that  is  not  renewed  or 
that  is  revoked  will  not  be  reissued.  A 
permit  is  considered  to  be  not  renewed 
when  an  application  for  renewal  is  not 
received  by  the  Regional  Director  within 
one  year  of  the  expiration  date  of  the 
permit. 

(n)  Red  snapper  endorsement.  This 
paragraph  (n)  is  effective  through 
December  31, 1995. 

***** 

(o)  Condition  of  a  permit.  Effective 
through  December  31, 1995,  as  a 
condition  of  a  reef  fish  permit  issued 
under  this  section,  without  regard  to 
where  red  snapper  are  harvested  or 
possessed,  a  permitted  vessel — 
***** 

(p)  *  »  • 

(4)  A  fish  trap  endorsement  is  not 
transferable  upon  change  of  ownership 
of  a  vessel  wiUi  a  fish  trap  endorsement, 
except  when  such  change  of  ownership 
is  fi-om  one  to  another  of  the  following: 
husband,  wife,  son,  daughter,  brother, 
sister,  mother,  or  father.  In  the  event  of 
such  transfer  of  a  fish  trap  endorsement, 
the  new  owner  of  the  vessel  may  renew 
the  endorsement  without  regard  to  the 
requirement  of  paragraph  (p)(l)  of  this 
section  regarding  a  record  of  landing  of 
reef  fish  from  fish  traps. 

(5)  A  fish  trap  endorsement  that  is  not 
renewed  or  that  is  revoked  will  not  be 
reissued.  A  fish  trap  endorsement  is 
considered  to  be  not  renewed  when  an 
application  for  renewal  is  not  received 
by  the  Regional  Director  within  one  year 
of  the  expiration  date  of  the  permit. 

3.  In  §  641.7,  effective  from  the 
effective  date  of  the  final  rule  through 


September  30, 1994,  a  new  paragraph 
(ee)  is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  641 .7  Prohibitions. 
***** 

(ee)  Falsify  information  submitted  in 
accordance  with  §641.10. 

4.  In  subpart  A,  effective  from  the 
effective  date  of  the  final  rule  through 
September  30, 1994,  a  new  §  641.10  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§641.10  Red  snapper  data  collection. 

(a)  General.  (1)  To  evaluate  red 
snapper  effort  management  alternatives, 
including  individual  transferable  quota 
(ITQ)  systems  and  license  limitations,  it 
is  necessary  to  obtain  commercial  red 
snapper  landings  data  for  the  years  1990 
through  1992.  To  identify  individuals 
who  may  qualify  for  initial  participation 
in  a  red  snapper  effort  management 
regime,  it  is  necessary  to  identify  certain 
peirticipants  in  the  red  snapper  fishery, 
specifically,  operators  of  vessels  who 
were  the  earned  income  qualifiers  for 
the  vessels’  reef  fish  permits  and  those 
who  are  “historical  captains.”  In  the 
latter  case,  documentation  of  a  historical 
captain’s  share  agreement  with  the 
vessel’s  owner  is  also  required. 

(2)  For  the  purpose  of  the  red  snapper 
effort  limitation  alternatives,  a  historical 
captain  means  an  operator  who — 

(i)  From  November  6, 1989,  through 
1993,  fished  solely  under  a  verbal  or 
written  share  agreement  with  an  owner 
to  lease  a  vessel,  such  agreement 
provided  for  the  operator  to  be 
responsible  for  hiring  the  crew,  who 
were  paid  from  his  or  her  share; 

(ii)  Landed  from  that  vessel  at  least 
5,000  lb  (2,268  kg)  of  red  snapper  per 
year  in  2  of  the  3  years  1990, 1991,  and 
1992; and 

(iii)  Derived  more  than  50  percent  of 
his  or  her  earned  income  from 
commercial  fishing,  that  is,  sale  of  the 

-  catch,  in  each  of  the  years  1989  through 
1993. 

(3)  The  data  collection  described  in 
this  section  will  be  the  only  collection 
for  the  effort  management  alternatives 
currently  being  considered  by  the 
Council.  Accordingly,  failure  to  submit 
requested  data  may  result  in  failure  to 
be  included  among  the  initial 
participants  in  the  red  snapper  fishery 
under  an  effort  management  system 
and/or  failure  to  obtain  the  full  initial 
share  of  red  snapper  to  which  a  person 
m^  be  entitled  under  an  ITQ  regime. 

(b)  Existing  data.  (1)  NMFS  has 
records  of  all  red  snapper  landings 
reported  by  vessel  logbook  forms 
submitted  pursuant  to  §641.5  (a)  or  (b) 
and  has  access  to  records  of  red  snapper 
landings  reported  under  Florida’s  trip 
ticket  system.  NMFS  also  has  records  of 


the  earned  income  qualifier  for  each 
vessel  permit  issued  for  reef  fish.  Data 
duplicating  these  records  are  not 
needed.  ‘ 

(2)  Landings  of  red  snapper  reported 
by  vessel  logbook  forms  and  received  by 
the  Science  and  Research  Director  prior 
to  September  16, 1992,  are  conclusive  as 
to  red  snapper  landed  during  the 
months  that  such  logbook  forms  were 
required  of,  or  voluntarily  submitted  by, 
a  vessel — landings  data  ^m  other 
sources  will  not  be  considered  for  such 
months.  In  the  absence  of  landings  data 
from  such  logbook  forms,  landings  of 
red  snapper  reported  under  Florida’s 
trip  ticket  system  and  received  by  the 
State  prior  to  September  16, 1992,  are 
conclusive  as  to  landings  in  Florida — 
landings  data  from  other  sources  will 
not  be  considered  for  landings  in 
Florida.  However,  vessel  owners/ 
operators  will  be  given  printouts  of  their 
logbook/trip  ticket  records  of  landings 
and  will  have  an  opportunity  to  submit 
records  they  believe  were  omitted. 

(c)  Additional  landings  data.  (1)  An 
owner  or  operator  who  wishes  to  be 
considered  for  initial  participation  in 
the  red  snapper  fishery  under  an  effort 
management  system  may  submit 
documentation  of  red  snapper  landings 
not  covered  by  vessel  logbook  forms  or 
the  Florida  trip  ticket  system. 

(1)  Such  documentation  may  consist 
of  copies  of  trip  receipts  that  show  dates 
and  amounts  of  landings  of  red  snapper. 
Trip  receipts  must  definitively  show  the 
species  known  as  red  snapper  and  the 
vessel’s  name,  official  number,  or  other 
reference  that  provides  a  way  of  clearly 
identifying  the  vessel. 

(ii)  Such  documentation  may  also 
consist  of  dealer  records  that  show  dates 
and  amounts  of  landings  of  red  snapper. 
As  with  trip  receipts,  dealer  records 
must  definitively  show  the  species 
known  as  red  snapper  and  the  vessel’s 
name,  official  number,  or  other 
reference  that  provides  a  way  of  clearly 
identifying  the  vessel.  Dealer  records 
must  contain  a  sworn  affidavit  by  the 
dealer  confirming  the  accuracy  and 
authenticity  of  the  records.  A  sworn 
affidavit  is  an  official  written  statement 
wherein  the  individual  signing  the 
affidavit  affirms  that  the  information 
presented  is  accurate  and  can  be 
substantiated,  under  penalty  of  law. 

(iii)  Documentation  by  a  combination 
of  trip  receipts  and  dealer  records  is 
acceptable,  but  duplicate  records  for  the 
same  landings  are  not  acceptable. 

(2)  Red  snapper  landings  data  will  not 
be  accepted — 

(i)  For  a  period  during  which  the 
harvesting  vessel  did  not  have  a  permit, 
provided  a  permit  was  required  during 
such  period.  Permits  were  not  required 
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from  January  l'  through  April  22, 1990, 
and  from  January  1  through  31, 1992. 

(ii)  For  a  period  during  which  the 
commercial  red  snapper  fishery  in  the 
EEZ  was  closed.  The  commercial  red 
snapper  fishery  was  closed  in  the  EEZ 
from  August  24  through  December  31, 

1991,  from  February  22  through  April  2, 

1992,  and  fi^Dm  May  15  throu^ 
December  31, 1992. 

(3)  Additional  landings  data 
submitted  imder  this  paragraph  (c)  must 
be  attached  to  a  Red  Snapper  Landings 
Data  form,  which  is  available  from  the 
Regional  Director,  and  must  be 
postmarked  between  the  effective  date 
of  the  final  rule  and  a  date  not  later  than 
the  date  60  days  from  effective  date  of 
the  final  rule. 

[d)  Historical  captains.  (1)  An 
operator  who  wishes  to  be  considered 
for  status  as  a  historical  captain  in  the 
red  snapper  fishery  under  an  effort 
management  system  may  submit 
documentation  of  such  status  by 
providing  the  following; 

(i)  A  Historical  Captain  Status  form, 
available  from  the  Regional  Director, 
which  requests  information  necessary  to 
determine  such  status  and  information 
to  establish  the  share  agreement  of  a 


historical  captain  with  the  vessel’s 
owner; 

(ii)  A  Red  Snapper  Landings  Data 
form  and  accompanying  additional 
landings  data  pursuant  to  paragraph  (c) 
of  this  section,  if  such  form  and  data 
have  not  been  submitted  by  a  vessel 
owner; 

(iii)  Copies  of  forms  and  schedules 
from  the  applicant’s  income  tax  returns 
for  the  years  1989  through  1993  that 
show  total  earned  income  and  that  part 
of  earned  income  derived  from 
commercial  fishing,  that  is,  sale  of  the 
catch  (generally,  pages  1  and  2  of  Form 
1040,  W-2’s,  and  Schedule  C);  and 

(iv)  Documentation  of  a  landing  of  red 
snapper  prior  to  November  7, 1989. 

(2)  Forms  and  information  submitted 
under  paragraph  (d)(1)  of  this  section 
must  be  postmarked  between  the 
effective  date  of  the  final  rule  and  the 
date  60  days  from  effective  date  of  the 
final  rule. 

(e)  Verification.  Documentation  of  red 
snapper  landings,  documentation  of 
status  as  a  historical  captain,  and  other 
information  submitted  under  this 
section  are  subject  to  verification  by 
comparison  with  state.  Federal,  and 
other  records  and  information. 


Submission  of  false  documentation  or 
information  may  disqualify  a  person 
from  initial  participation  under  a  red 
snapper  effort  management  system. 

5.  In  §  641.23,  paragraphs  (b)(1) 
introductory  text  and  (d)(2)  introductory 
text  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  641 .23  Area  limitations. 
***** 

(b)*  *  * 

(1)  Longline  and  buoy  gear  may  not  be 
used  to  fish  for  reef  fish  in  the  longline 
and  buoy  gear  restricted  area.  For  the 
purpose  of  this  paragraph  (b),  ‘‘for  reef 
fish”  means  possessing  or  landing  reef 
fish — 

***** 

(d)  *  *  * 

(2)  In  the  SMZ  specified  in  paragraph 
(d)(1)  of  this  section,  fishing  for  reef  fish 
is  limited  to  hook-and-line  gear  with 
three  or  fewer  hooks  per  line  and 
spearfishing  gear.  For  the  purpose  of 
this  paragraph  (d),  ‘‘for  reef  fish”  means 
possessing  reef  fish  aboard  or  landing 
reef  fish  from — 

***** 

(FR  Doc.  94-12832  Filed  5-23-94;  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

International  Trade  Administration 

Export  Trade  Certificate  of  Review 

action:  Notice  of  application  to  amend 
certificate. 

SUMMARY:  The  Office  of  Export  Trading 
Company  Affairs  (“OETCA”), 
International  Trade  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce,  has  received 
an  application  to  amend  an  Export 
Trade  Certificate  of  Review.  This  notice 
summarizes  the  proposed  amendment 
and  requests  comments  relevant  to 
whether  the  Certificate  should  be 
issued. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  W. 
Dawn  Busby,  Director,  Office  of  Export 
Trading  Company  Affairs,  International 
Trade  Administration,  (202)  482-5131. 
This  is  not  a  toll-free  number. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Title  III  of 
the  Export  Trading  Company  Act  of 
1982  (15  U.S.C.  4001-21)  authorizes  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  to  issue  Export 
Trade  Certificates  of  Review.  A 
Certificate  of  Review  protects  the  holder 
and  the  members  identified  in  the 
Certificate  from  state  and  federal 
government  antitrust  actions  and  from 
private,  treble  damage  antitrust  actions 
for  the  export  conduct  specified  in  the 
Certificate  and  carried  out  in 
compliance  with  its  terms  and 
conditions.  Section  302(b)(1)  of  the  Act 
and  15  CFR  325.6(a)  require  the 
Secretary  to  publish  a  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  identifying  the 
applicant  and  summarizing  its  proposed 
export  conduct. 

Request  for  Public  Comments 

Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
comments  relevant  to  the  determination 
whether  an  amended  Certificate  should 
be  issued.  An  original  and  five  (5) 
copies  should  be  submitted  no  later 
than  20  days  after  the  date  of  this  notice 
to:  Office  of  Export  Trading  Company 


Affairs,  International  Trade 
Administration,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Room  1800H,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230.  Information  submitted  by 
any  person  is  exempt  from  disclosure 
under  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act 
(5  U.S.C.  552).  Comments  should  refer 
to  this  application  as  “Export  Trade 
Certificate  of  Review,  application 
number  84-6A012.” 

Northwest  Fruit  Exporters’  ("NFE”) 
original  Certificate  was  issued  on  June 
11,  1984  (49  FR  24581,  June  14, 1984) 
and  previously  amended  on  May  2, 

1988  (53  FR  16303,  May  6,  1988), 
September  21, 1988  (53  FR  37628, 
September  27, 1988);  September  20, 

1989  (54  FR  39454,  September  26, 

1989);  and  Novem^r  19, 1992  (57  FR 
55510,  November  25, 1992).  A  summary 
of  the  application  for  an  amendment 
follows. 

Summary  of  the  Application 

Applicant:  Northwest  Fruit  Exporters 
(“NFE”),  6  South  2nd  Street,  Suite 
918,  Yakima,  Washington  98907 
Contact:  Ken  Severn,  Secretary/ 
Treasurer,  Telephone;  (509)  453—4837 
Application  No.:  84-6A012 
Date  Deemed  Submitted:  May  18, 1994 
Proposed  Amendment:  Northwest  Fruit 
Exporters  seeks  to  amend  its 
Certificate  to: 

1.  Add  each  of  the  following 
companies  as  a  new  “Member”  of  the 
Certificate  within  the  meaning  of 
§  325.2(1)  of  the  Regulations  (15  CFR 
325.2(1)):  Allan  Bros.,  Inc.,  Naches, 
Washington:  Baker  Produce,  Inc., 
Kennewick,  Washington;  Bardin  Farms 
Corp.,  Monitor  Washington;  Beebe 
Orchard  Company,  Chelan,  Washington; 
Blue  Chelan,  Inc.,  Chelan,  Washington: 
Blue  Star  Growers,  Inc.,  Cashmere, 
Washington;  Borton  &  Sons,  Yakima, 
Washington;  Brewster  Heights  Packing, 
Brewster,  Washington;  Broetje  Orchards, 
Prescott,  Washington:  Earl  E.  Brown  & 
Sons,  Inc.,  Milton-Freewater,  Oregon; 
Carlson  Orchards,  Yakima,  Washington; 
Chief  Tonasket  Growers,  Tonasket, 
Washington:  Clasen  Fruit  &  Cold 
Storage  Co.,  Yakima,  Washington; 
Columbia  Marketing  International  Corp., 
Wenatchee,  Washington;  Congdon 
Orchards,  Inc.,  Yakima,  Washington; 
Cowiche  Growers,  Inc.,  Cowiche, 
Washington;  Cowin  &  Sons,  Wapato, 
Washington:  Crisp’n  Spicy  Growers, 

Inc.,  Pateros,  Washington;  Cubberley 
Packing  Co.,  Inc.,  Tieton,  Washington; 


Double  Diamond  Fruit,  Quincy, 
Washington;  Douglas  Fruit  Co.,  Pasco, 
Washington;  Dovex  Export  Co., 
Wenatchee,  Washington  (controlling 
entity:  Dovex  Corporation):  Dovex  Fruit 
Company,  Wenatchee,  Washington 
(controlling  entity:  Dovex  Corporation): 
Duckwall-Pooley  Fruit  Co.,  Odell, 
Oregon;  E.W.  Brandt  &  Sons  Inc.,  Parker, 
Washington;  Eakin  Fruit  Co.,  Union 
Gap,  Washington;  Evans  Fruit  Co.,  Inc., 
Yakima,  Washington;  Gilbert  Orchards, 
Inc.,  Yakima,  Washington:  Gold  Digger 
Apples,  Inc.,  Oroville,  Washington; 
Gwin,  White  &  Prince  Inc.,  Wenatchee, 
Washington;  H  &  H  Orchards  Packing, 
Inc.,  Malaga,  Washington;  Haas  Fruit 
Co.,  Inc.,  Yakima,  Washington 
(controlling  entity:  John  I.  Haas,  Inc.); 
Highland  Fruit  Growers,  Inc.,  Yakima, 
Washington;  Holt  and  Robison  Fruit  Co., 
Inc.,  Omak,  Washington:  Jack  Frost  Fruit 
Co.,  Yakima,  Washington;  Johnny 
Appleseed  of  WA/CRO  Fruit  Co., 
Wenatchee,  Washington;  Jones  Fruit  & 
Produce,  Inc.,  Cashmere,  Washington; 
Jones  Orchards,  Yakima,  Washington 
(controlling  entity:  Warren  Jones  Co.); 
Kershaw  Fruit  &  Cold  Storage,  Yakima, 
Washington:  Larson  Fruit  Co.,  Selah, 
Washington:  Lloyd  Garretson  Co.,  Inc., 
Yakima,  Washington;  M  &  J  Fruit  Sales, 
Yakima,  Washington;  Magi,  Inc., 
Brewster,  Washington;  Majestic  Valley 
Produce,  Wenatchee,  Washington; 
Manson  Growers  Cooperative,  Manson, 
Washington;  Matson  Fruit  Company, 
Selah,  Washington;  McDougall  &  Sons, 
Inc.,  Wenatchee,  Washington:  Naumes, 
Inc.,  Medford,  Oregon;  Nickell 
Orchards,  Pateros,  Washington: 
Northwestern  Fruit  &  Produce  Co., 
Yakima,  Washington;  Nuchief  Sales 
Inc.,  Wenatchee,  Washington:  Orchard 
View  Farms,  The  Dalles,  Oregon;  Oro 
Fruit  Company,  Oroville,  Washington; 
Pacific  Fruit  Growers  &  Packers,  Inc., 
Yakima,  Washington:  Perham  Fruit 
Corp.,  Wapato,  Washington;  Peshastin 
Fruit  Growers  Assn.,  Peshastin, 
Washington;  Peshastin  Hi-Up  Growers, 
Peshastin,  Washington;  Phillippi  Fruit 
Co.,  Inc.,  Wenatchee,  Washington:  Pine 
Canyon  Fruit  Co.,  Inc.,  Orondo, 
Washington:  Poirier  Packing  & 
Warehouse,  Pateros,  Washington;  Price 
Cold  Storage,  Yakima,  Washington:  R  E. 
Redman  &  Sons,  Inc.,  Wapato, 
Washington;  Rainier  Fruit  Sales,  Selah, 
Washington;  Regal  Fruit  Cooperative, 
Tonasket,  Washington;  Roche  Fruit 
Company,  Inc.,  Yakima,  Washington: 
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Rowe  Farms,  Naches,  Washington; 

Strand  Apples,  Inc.,  Cowiche, 
Washington;  Sun  King  Fruit,  Sunnyside, 
Washington;  Sund-Roy,  Inc.,  Yakima, 
Washington;  Taplett  Fruit  Packing  Inc., 
Wenatchee,  Washington;  Trout,  Inc., 
Chelan,  Washington;  Valicoff  Fruit 
Company,  Inc.,  Wapato,  Washington; 
Valley  Fruit,  Wapato,  Washington; 
Wapato  Fruit,  Wapato,  Washington; 

Wells  &  Wade  Fruit  Co.,  Wenatchee, 
Washington  (controlling  entity:  Dole 
Food  Co.,  Inc.);  Witte  Orchards,  E. 
Wenatchee,  Washington;  and  Zirkle 
Fruit  Co.,  Selah,  Washington; 

2.  Delete  the  following  company  as  a 
“Member”  of  the  Certificate:  Columbia 
Reach  Pack,  Yakima,  Washington; 

3.  Change  the  listing  of  the  company 
name  for  each  current  “Member”  cited 
in  this  paragraph  to  the  new  listing  cited 
in  this  paragraph  in  parenthesis  as 
follows:  Auvil  Fruit  Company  (Auvil 
Fruit  Co.,  Inc.);  Cascadian  Fruit 
Shippers,  Cascadian  Fruit  Shippers, 

Inc.);  Columbia  Fruit  Packers  (Columbia 
Fruit  Packers,  Inc.);  Hansen  Fruit  &  Cold 
Storage  (Hansen  Fruit  &  Cold  Storage 
Co.);  C.M.  Holtzinger  Company  (C.M. 
Holtzinger  Fruit  Co.,  Inc.);  Stemilt 
Growers  (Stemilt  Growers,  Inc.);  and 
Washington  Fruit  &  Produce 
(Washington  Fruit  &  Produce  Co.); 

4.  Change  the  definition  of  “Products” 
to  include  “fresh  apples”  making  the 
Certificate  applicable  to  the  export  of 
fresh  sweet  cherries  and  apples  by  NFE 
and  its  Members,  on  behalf  of  the 
Members; 

5.  Revise  the  “Export  Trade  Activities 
and  Methods  of  Operation”  in  NFE’s 
Export  Trade  Certificate  of  Review.  The 
revised  “Export  Trade  Activities  and 
Methods  of  Operation”  should  read  as 
follows: 

1.  NFE  may  on  behalf  and  with  the 
advice  of  its  Members  advise  and 
cooperate  with  the  United  States 
Government  in  establishing  procedures 
regulating  the  export  of  the  Products, 
and  fulfilling  the  requirement(s) 
imposed  by  foreign  governments  for 
export  of  the  Products: 

2.  NFE  may  on  behalf  and  with  the 
advice  of  its  Members  participate  in 
negotiations  and  enter  into  agreements 
with  foreign  governments  and  private 
persons  regarding: 

(a)  Fumigating,  packing  and  other 
quality  control  and/or  phytosanitary 
procedures  to  be  followed  in  the  export 
of  the  Products.  Such  procedures  may 
■  include  activities  related  to  insect  and 
disease  detection,  certification, 
inspection,  storage  and  treatment 
protocols  required  to  qualify  goods  for 
export  shipment  and  to  meet  the  import 
requirements  of  the  foreign  government; 
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(b)  The  qucuitities,  time  periods, 
prices  and  terms  and  conditions  upon 
which  NFE’s  Members  will  export  the 
Products; 

3.  NFE  may  on  behalf  and  with  the 
advice  of  its  Members,  establish  and 
operate  fumigation  facilities  for  use  in 
the  export  of  the  Products; 

4.  NFE  may  on  behalf  and  with  the 
advice  of  its  Members  establish  export 
prices  and  quotas  and  allocate  export 
quotas  among  growing  regions  and  its 
Members.  In  allocating  export  quotas 
among  growing  regions  and  its 
Members,  NFE,  through  employees  or 
agents  of  NFE  who  are  not  also 
employees  of  a  Member,  may  receive, 
and  each  Member  may  supply  to  such 
employees  or  agents  of  NFE, 
information  as  to  such  Member’s  actual 
total  shipments  of  the  Products  in  any 
previous  growing  season  or  seasons, 
provided  that  such  information  is  not 
disclosed  by  NFE  to  any  other  Member; 

5.  NFE  may  on  behalf  and  with  advice 
of  its  Members  establish  and  administer 
phytosanitary  protocols  for  the  purpose 
of  qualifying  the  Products  for  Export 
Markets; 

6.  NFE  may  on  behalf  and  with  the 
advice  of  its  Members  provide  market 
entry  and  development  assistance, 
including  related  administrative  and 
promotional  services,  to  its  Members; 

7.  NFE  may  on  behalf  and  with  the 
advice  of  its  Members  negotiate  and 
enter  into  agreements  with  providers  of 
transportation  services  for  export  of  the 
Products; 

8.  NFE  may  on  behalf  and  with  the 
advice  of  its  Members  establish  methods 
and/or  rates  of  fees  and  assessments  to 
its  membership  to  recover 
administrative  expenses  and  costs 
related  to  qualifying  and  preparing  the 
Products  for  export; 

9.  NFE  may  on  behalf  and  with  the 
advice  of  its  Members  develop  internal 
procedures  and  disseminate  information 
to  Members  to  assist  the  membership  in 
meeting  the  criteria  established  for 
exportation  of  the  Products: 

10.  NFE  may  on  behalf  and  with  the 
advice  of  its  Members  coordinate 
activities  of  growers  and  packers  in  the 
process  of  qualifying  their  goods 
throughout  the  various  stages  of 
growing,  harvesting,  grading,  packing, 
packaging,  labeling,  storage,  and 
treatment  in  readying  the  goods  for 
export  shipment; 

11.  NFE  may  on  behalf  and  with  the 
advice  of  its  Members  allocate  volume 
shares  amongst  Members  for  shipment 
of  goods,  use  of  facilities,  use  of  time  of 
domestic  and  foreign  inspection 
personnel,  and  other  resources  of  the 
applicant; 


12.  NFE  may  on  behalf  and  w'ith  the 
advice  of  its  Members  conduct  quality 
control  studies  and  inspections  of  goods 
at  point  of  shipment,  point  of  arrival, 
and  through  retail  level. 

6.  Revise  Provision  (d)  listed  under 
“Terms  and  Conditions  of  Certificate” 
in  NFE’s  current  Export  Trade 
Certificate  of  Review.  The  revised 
Provision  should  read  as  follows: 

(d)  NFE  will  comply  with  requests  made  by 
the  Department  of  Commerce  on  behalf  of 
itself  or  the  Department  of  Justice  for 
information  or  documents  relevant  to 
conduct  under  the  Certificate.  The 
Department  of  Commerce  will  request  such 
information  or  documents  when  either  the 
Depa.'lment  of  Justice  or  the  Department  of 
Commerce  believes  it  requires  the 
information  or  documents  to  determine  that 
the  Export  Trade.  Export  Trade  Activities  or 
Methods  of  Operation  of  the  persons 
protected  by  this  Certificate  of  Review 
continue  to  comply  with  the  standards  of 
section  303(aJ  of  the  Act; 

7.  Revise  the  “Protection  Provided  by 
Certificate”  paragraph.  That  paragraph 
should  read  as  follows: 

This  Certificate  protects  NFE  and  its 
directors,  officers,  and  employees  acting  on 
its  behalf,  as  well  as  its  Members,  from 
private  treble  damage  actions  and 
government  criminal  and  civil  suits  under 
U.S.  federal  and  state  antitrust  laws  for  the 
export  conduct  specified  in  the  Certificate 
and  carried  out  during  its  effective  period  in 
compliance  with  its  terms  and  conditions; 

8.  Revise  the  “Effective  Period  by 
Certificate”  paragraph.  That  paragraph 
should  read  as  follows: 

This  Certificate  continues  in  effect  until  it 
is  revoked  or  modified  as  provided  in  section 
304(b)  of  the  Act  and  §  325.9  of  the 
Regulations;  and 

9.  Revise  the  “Disclaimer”  paragraph. 
That  paragraph  should  read  as  follovvs: 

The  issuance  of  this  Certificate  of  Review 
to  NFE  and  its  Members  by  the  United  States 
Government  under  the  provision.^  of  the  Act, 
does  not  constitute,  explicitly  or  implicitly, 
an  endorsement  or  opinion  of  the  United 
States  Government  concerning  either  (a)  the 
viability  or  quality  of  the  business  plans  of 
NFE  or  (b)  the  legality  of  such  business  plans 
of  NFE  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
(other  than  as  provided  in  the  Act)  or  under 
the  laws  of  any  foreign  country.  This 
Gertificate  does  not  apply  to  sales  to  the 
United  States  Government  or  to  any  sale 
more  than  half  the  cost  of  which  is  borne  by 
the  United  States  Government. 

In  accordance  with  the  autliority 
granted  under  the  Act  and  Regulations, 
this  Certificate  of  Review  is  hereby 
issued  to  NFE. 
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Dated:  May  20, 1994. 

Friedrich  R.  Cnipe, 

Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Export  Trading 
Company  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12907  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  3510-25-P 

University  6f  Massachusetts  et  ai.; 
Consoiidated  Decision  on  Applications 
for  Duty-Free  Entry  of  Scientific 
Instruments 

This  is  a  decision  consolidated 
pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 

L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897;  15  CFR  301). 
Related  records  can  be  viewed  between 
8:30  A.M.  and  5  P.M.  in  room  4211,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC. 

Comments:  None  received.  Decision: 
Approved.  No  instrument  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
instruments  described  below,  for  such 
purposes  as  each  is  intended  to  be  used, 
is  being  manufactured  in  the  United 
States. 

Docket  Number:  93-086R.  Applicant: 
University  of  Massachusetts,  Ajnherst, 
MA  01003.  Instrument:  Laser  Light 
Scattering  Goniometer  System,  Model 
ALV/DLS-5000.  Manufacturer:  ALV- 
Laser  Vertriebsgesellschaft,  m.b.H., 
Germany.  Intended  Use:  See  notice  at  58 
FR  42941,  August  12, 1993.  Reasons: 

The  foreign  instrument  provides  1) 
simultaneous  measurement  of  both 
static  and  dynamic  light  scattering 
under  computer  control  and  2) 
simultaneous  measurement  of  two 
independent  correlation  functions  over 
the  entire  delay  time  range  from  400ns 
to  maximum  delay  (>1.6  s).  Advice 
Received  From:  A  imiversity  research 
department,  April  20,  1994. 

Docket  Nunwer:  93-115.  Applicant: 
University  of  Hawaii,  Honolulu,  HI 
96822.  Instrument:  Stopped  Flow 
Accessory,  Model  SFA-12M. 
Manufacturer:  Hi-Tech  Scientific  Ltd., 
United  Kingdom.  Intended  Use:  See 
notice  at  58  FR  51618,  October  4, 1993. 
Reasons:  The  foreign  instrument 
provides  ready  adaptability  to  existing 
spectrometers  and  computers  and 
temperature  control  in  the  5“  to  80‘’C 
range.  Advice  Received  From:  The 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  March  29, 
1994. 

Docket  Number:  93-117.  Applicant: 
University  of  Colorado,  Boulder,  CO 
80309-0334.  Instrument:  Portable 
Chlorophyll  Fluorometer  and 
Accessories,  Model  PAM-2000. 
Manufacturer:  Heinz  Walz,  GmbH, 
Germany.  Intended  Use:  See  notice  at  58 
FR  51618,  October  4, 1993.  Reasons: 


The  foreign  instrument  provides  a  high 
intensity  far-red  light  source  and  a 
modulated  halogen  light  source  for 
rapid  and  complete  oxidation  and 
reduction  of  photosynthetic  organisms. 
Advice  Received  From:  The  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  March  31, 1994. 

Docket  Number:  93-120.  Applicant: 
Clemson  University,  Clemson,  SC 
29634-1511.  Instrument:  Refisctometer 
(Used),  Model  R-1.  Manufacturer: 

Canon,  Japan.  Intended  Use:  See  notice 
at  58  FR  51619,  October  4, 1993. 

Reasons:  The  foreign  instrument 
provides:  (1)  measurement  of  visual 
accommodation  using  a  two-way  mirror 
for  testing  a  variety  of  stimulus  objects 
and  (2)  testing  in  total  darkness.  Advice 
Received  From:  The  National  Institutes 
of  Health,  March  29, 1994. 

Docket  Number:  93-122.  Applicant: 
Argonne  National  Laboratory,  Argonne, 
IL  60439-4874.  Instrument:  ICP  Mass 
Spectrometer,  Model  PlasmaQuad  PQ2. 
Manufacturer:  VG  Elemental,  United 
Kingdom.  Intended  Use:  See  notice  at  58 
FR  55043,  October  25, 1993.  Reasons: 
The  foreign  instrument  provides  a  mass 
range  of  3  to  300  amu  and  an  abundance 
sensitivity  of  1.0  x  10  *  at  low  mass  and 
of  1.0  X  10  ’  at  high  mass.  Advice 
Received  From:  The  National  Institutes 
of  Health,  March  29, 1994. 

Docket  Number:  93-124.  Applicant: 
Brandeis  University,  Waltham,  MA 
02254.  /nstrumenf:  Microvolume 
Stopped-Flow  Spectrophotometer, 

Model  SX.17  MV.  Manufacturer: 

Applied  Photophysics,  United 
Kingdom.  Intended  Use:  See  notice  at  58 
FR  55043,  October  25, 1993.  Reasons: 
The  foreign  instrument  provides:  1) 
sample  volumes  to  25  pi,  2)  dead  time 
of  850  ps  and  3)  temperature  control 
from  0°  to  60°C  with  0.1®C  resolution. 
Advice  Received  From:  The  National 
Institute  of  Health,  March  31, 1994. 

Docket  Number:  93-125.  Applicant: 
University  of  Texas  Health  Science 
Center,  Houston,  TX  77030.  Instrument: 
Hyperbaric  Ventilator.  Manufacturer: 
Pneu  Pac,  United  Kingdom.  Intended 
Use:  See  notice  at  58  FR  55043,  October 
25, 1993.  Reasons:  The  foreign 
instrument  provides  a  tidal  volume 
range  of  300  to  800  ml  at  0.25  to  4.0  bar 
with  an  adjustable  inspiration  time  of 
0.5  to  2.5  s  and  an  expiration  time  of  1.0 
to  5.0  s.  Advice  Received  From:  The 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  March  31, 
1994. 

Docket  Number:  93-127.  Applicant: 
Argonne  National  Laboratory,  Argonne, 
IL  60439.  Instrument:  UV  Excimer  Laser 
Amplifier,  Model  LPX  llOi. 
Manufacturer:  Lambda  Physik, 

Germany.  Intended  Use:  See  notice  at  58 
FR  55043,  October  25, 1993.  Reasons: 
The  foreign  instrument  provides  a  light 


output  pulse  of  8.0  mj  at  308  nm  and 
an  ASE  less  than  4%  of  total  light 
output.  Advice  Received  From:  The 
National  Institute  of  Health,  March  31, 
1994. 

Docket  Number:  93-130.  Applicant: 
University  of  Colorado,  Boulder,  CO 
80309-0334.  Instrument:  Leaf  Disc 
Oxygen  Electrode  Systems. 
Manufacturer:  Hansatech  Instruments 
Limited,  United  Kingdom.  Intended 
Use:  See  notice  at  58  FR  59012, 
November  5, 1993.  Reasons:  The  foreign 
instrument  provides  gas  phase 
measurements  of  photosynthetic  oxygen 
exchange  from  intact  leaves.  Advice 
Received  From:  The  National  Institutes 
of  Health,  March  31, 1994. 

A  university  research  department  and 
the  National  Institutes  of  Health  advise 
that  (1)  the  capabilities  of  each  of  the 
foreign  instruments  described  above  are 
pertinent  to  each  applicant’s  intended 
purpose  and  (2)  they  know  of  no 
domestic  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  for  the 
intended  use  of  each  instrument. 

We  know  of  no  other  instrument  or 
apparatus  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States  which  is  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  any  of  the  foreign 
instruments. 

Pamela  Woods 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff 

[FR  Doc.  94-12908  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  3510-DS-F 


Minority  Business  Development 
Agency 

Business  Development  Center 
Applications:  Bakersfield,  CA 

AGENCY:  Minority  Business 
Development  Agency,  Commerce. 
ACTION:  Cancellation  of  notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  cancels  the 
advertisement  as  it  appeared  in  the 
April  1, 1994,  issue  for  the  Minority 
Business  Development  Agency  (MBDA) 
announcement  that  it  is  soliciting 
competitive  applications  imder  its 
Minority  Business  Development  Center 
(MBDC)  Program  to  operate  an  MBDC  in 
the  Bakersfield,  California  Geographic 
Service  Area. 

CLOSING  DATE:  The  closing  date  for 
submitting  an  application  was  May  6, 
1994. 

ADDRESSES:  San  Francisco  Regional 
Office,  Minority  Business  Development 
Agency,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
221  Main  Street,  suite  1280,  San 
Fremcisco,  California  94105,  415/744- 
3001. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
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Melda  Cabrera,  Regional  Director,  San 
Francisco  Regional  Office  at  415/744- 
3001. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Questions 
concerning  the  preceding  information 
can  be  obtained  by  contacting  the  San 
Francisco  Regional  Office. 

11.800  Minority  Business  Development 
(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance) 
Dated:  May  19, 1994. 

Melda  Cabrera, 

Regional  Director,  San  Francisco  Regional 
Office. 

IFR  Doc.  94-12825  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BtLUNQ  CODE  3510-21-M 


COMMITTEE  FOR  THE 
IMPLEMENTATION  OF  TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 

Establishment  and  Amendment  of 
Import  Limits  and  Amendment  of  a 
Restraint  Period  for  Certain  Cotton  and 
Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Products 
Produced  or  Manufactured  in  the  Arab 
Republic  of  Egypt 

May  23. 1994. 

AGENCY:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 
(CITA). 

ACTION:  Issuing  a  directive  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  establishing 
and  amending  limits  and  amending  a 
restraint  period. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  31,  1994. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Jennifer  Aldrich,  International  Trade 
Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles  and 
Apparel,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
(202)  482-4212.  For  information  on  the 
quota  status  of  these  limits,  refer  to  the 
Quota  Status  Reports  posted  on  the 
bulletin  boards  of  each  Customs  port  or 
call  (202)  927-5850.  For  information  on 
embargoes  and  quota  re-openings,  call 
(202)  482-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Authority:  Executive  Order  11651  of  March 
3, 1972,  as  amended;  section  204  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1956,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  1854). 

In  a  Memorandum  of  Understanding 
(MOU)  dated  April  29, 1994,  the 
Governments  of  the  United  States  and 
the  Arab  Republic  of  Egypt  agreed  to 
establish  specific  limits  for  Categories 
338/339  and  340/640  for  the  period 
beginning  on  January  1, 1994  and 
extending  through  December  31, 1995. 

In  the  letter  published  below,  the 
Chairman  of  CITA  directs  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  to  amend  the 
current  limit  for  Category  339  to 

>  The  limit  has  not  been  adjusted  to  account  for 
any  imports  exported  after  December  31.  1993. 


establish  merged  Categories  338/339 
and  amend  the  restraint  period  for 
Categories  340/640  at  an  increased  level. 

A  description  of  the  textile  and 
apparel  categories  in  terms  of  HTS 
numbers  is  available  in  the 
CORRELATION;  Textile  and  Apparel 
Categories  with  the  Harmonized  Tariff 
Schedule  of  the  United  States  (see 
Federal  Register  notice  58  FR  62645, 
published  on  November  29, 1993).  Also 
see  58  FR  55046,  published  on  October 
25, 1993:  and  59  FR  8461,  published  on 
February  22, 1994. 

The  letter  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs  and  the  actions  taken  pursuant 
to  it  are  not  designed  to  implement  all 
of  the  provisions  of  the  MOU,  but  are 
designed  to  assist  only  in  the 
implementation  of  certain  of  its 
provisions. 

Rita  D.  Hayes, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 

Agreements 

May  23, 1994. 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury,  Washington,  DC 
20229. 

Dear  Commissioner.  This  directive 
amends,  but  does  not  cancel,  the  directives 
issued  to  you  on  October  19, 1993  and 
February  15, 1994,  by  the  Chairman, 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements.  Those  directives  concern 
imports  of  certain  cotton,  wool  and  man¬ 
made  fiber  textile  products,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  the  Arab  Republic  of  Egypt 
and  exported  during  the  periods  January  1, 
1994  through  December  31, 1994  and  January 
31, 1994  through  December  31, 1994 
(Categories  340/640). 

Effective  on  May  31, 1994,  you  are 
directed,  pursuant  to  a  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  dated  April  29, 1994  between 
the  Governments  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Arab  Republic  of  Egypt,  to  establish  a  limit 
for  merged  Categories  338/339  for  the  period 
January  1, 1994  through  December  31, 1994 
at  a  level  of  2,100,000  dozen  *.  Charges 
already  made  to  Category  339  shall  be 
applied  to  the  newly  established  merged 
categories.  The  current  restraint  period  for 
Categories  340/640  shall  be  amended  to  begin 
on  January  1, 1994  and  extend  through 
December  31, 1994  at  an  increased  level  of 
870,000  dozen  *. 

Textile  products  in  Category  338  which 
have  been  exported  to  the  United  States  prior 
to  January  1, 1994  shall  not  be  subject  to  this 
directive. 

Textile  products  in  Category  338  which 
have  been  released  from  the  custody  of  the 
U.S.  Customs  Service  under  the  provisions  of 
19  U.S.C  1448(b)  or  1484(a)(1)  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  this  directive  shall  not  be 
denied  entry  under  this  directive. 

You  are  directed  to  charge  the  following 
amounts  to  the  categories  listed  below  for  the 

^The  limit  has  not  been  adjusted  to  account  for 
any  import.';  exported  after  December  31, 1993. 


1994  restraint  period.  These  charges  are  for 
goods  imported  during  the  periods  January  1, 
1994  through  February  28, 1994  (Category 
338)  and  January  1, 1994  through  February 
22, 1994  (Categories  340  and  640).  Additional 
charges  for  Category  338  will  be  provided  at 
a  later  date. 


Category 

Amount  to  be  charged 

338  . 

67,382  dozen. 

340  . 

59,735  dozen. 

640  . 

-0- 

The  Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  has  determined  that 
these  actions  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rulemaking  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  553(a)(1). 

Sincerely, 

Rita  D.  Hayes. 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12906  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  3510-OR-F 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

Federal  Acquisition  Regulation;  Notice 
of  Approved  Information  Collection 
Requests  and  Current  Expiration 
Dates;  Correction 

AGENCIES:  Department  of  Defense  (DOD), 
General  Services  Administration  (GSA), 
and  National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration  (NASA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  technical  correction. 

SUMMARY:  The  Civilian  Agency 
Acquisition  Council  and  the  Defense 
Acquisition  Regulations  Council  are 
correcting  the  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  at  58  FR  49477, 
September  23, 1993,  concerning  the 
approval  of  information  collection 
requests  and  current  expiration  dates, 
and  republished  in  Federal  Acquisition 
Circular  90-19  on  January  5, 1994.  In 
the  list  of  Standard  and  Optional  Forms, 
the  Standard  Form  (SF)  1412,  entry'  24, 
is  amended  by  revising  the  edition  date 
to  read  “10/83”,  and  SF  1412A.  entry 
25,  is  removed. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Beverly  Fayson,  the  FAR 
Secretariat,  room  4037,  GS  Building. 
Washington,  DC  20405  (202)  501-4755. 

Dated:  May  19, 1994. 

Albert  A.  Vicchiolla, 

Director.  Office  of  Federal  Acquisition  Policy. 
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Table  of  Standard  Forms  and  OMB  Expiration  Dates  ' 

Standard  term 

Edition 

OMB  control 
No. 

1.  SF-24  . 

Rev.  1/90  . — 

9000-0045 

9/30/95 

9  SF-?5  . 

Rev.  1/90  . 

9000-0045 

9/30/95 

3  SF-25A  . 

Rev.  1/90  . . . - . 

9000-0045 

9/30/95 

A  . 

Rev.  10/83  . 

9000-0045 

9/30/95 

.*>  SF-9fl  . 

Rev.  1/90  . . . 

9000-0001 

10/31/95 

6  SF-34  . 

Rev.  1/90  . 

9000-0045 

9/30/95 

7  .«iF-3.S  . 

Rev.  1/90  . 

9000-0045 

9/30/95 

fl  SF-119  . 

Rev.  1/90  . 

9000-0003 

9/30/95 

9  SF-1?<)  ^ . 

Rev.  6/90  . 

9000-0002 

10/31/94 

10  SF-254  . 

Rev.  11/92  . 

9000-0004 

3/31/96 

1 1  SF-??i5  . 

Rev.  11/92  . 

9000-0005 

3/31/96 

12  SF-273  . 

Rev.  8/90  . . 

9000-0045 

9/30/95 

13  SF-274  . 

Rev.  8/90  . 

9000-0045 

9/30/95 

14  SF-975  . 

Rev.  8/90  . 

9000-0045 

9/30/95 

15  SF-294  . 

Rev.  1/90  . - . 

9000-0006 

9/30/95 

16  SF-295  . 

Rev.  1/90  . 

9000-0007 

9/30/95 

17  ^-1403  . 

Rev.  9/88  . 

9000-0011 

10/31/94 

18  SF-1404  . 

Rev.  9/88  . . . 

9000-0011 

10/31/94 

19.  SF-1405  . 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  and  Public  Hearings 
for  the  Proposed  Pihon  Pine  Power 
Project  at  Tracy  Power  Station,  Nevada 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  availability  of  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  (draft 
statement)  and  notice  of  public  hearings 
on  the  draft. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  Energy 
(Department)  announces  the  availability 


of  the  Pinon  Pine  Power  Project  Draft 
Statement  (ElS-0215),  prepared  to 
assess  the  environmental  effects  of  the 
design,  construction,  and  operation  of 
the  proposed  Pihon  Pine  Integrated 
Gasification  Combined  Cycle  Power 
Project,  a  104-Megawatt-electric  coal- 
fired  power  generating  facility  at  Tracy 
Power  Station,  17  miles  east  of  Reno, 
Nevada.  As  one  of  the  proposals 
selected  under  Round  IV  of  the  Clean 
Coal  Technology  Program,  the  Pihon 
Pine  Power  Project  would  demonstrate 
an  innovative  air-blown,  Integrated 
Gasification  Combined  Cycle 
technology.  This  technology,  when 
compared  to  conventional  coal  burning 
technologies,  would  result  in  a  cost 


effective  reduction  in  emissions  of 
sulfur,  oxides  of  nitrogen,  and  particles 
from  a  104-Megawatt-electric  coal-fired 
(800-ton-per-day)  power  plant.  The 
proposed  action  is  the  cost-shared 
Federal  funding  of  the  project  by  the 
Department  of  approximately  $135 
million  (about  50  percent  of  the  total 
cost  of  approximately  $270  million). 

The  document  assesses  the  long-term 
reliability,  maintainability,  and 
environmental  impacts  of  the  Integrated 
Gasification  Combined  Cycle  technology 
at  a  utility  scale  and  setting.  The 
technologies  to  be  demonstrated  include 
a  KRVV  Energy  Systems  Inc., 
pressurized,  fluidized-bed  gasifier  with 
in-bed  limestone  desulfurization  and 
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hot-gas  clean-up  processes,  including  an 
external  regenerable  desulfurization 
system  using  zinc-based  sorbents  and 
fine  particle  filters. 

DATES:  The  Department  invites 
comments  on  die  Draft  Statement  fi'om 
all  interested  parties.  Written  comments 
or  suggestions  regarding  the  adequacy, 
accuracy,  and  completeness  of  the  Draft 
Statement  will  be  considered  in 
preparing  the  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (Final  Statement)  and 
should  be  received  by  July  23, 1994. 
Written  comments  received  after  that 
date  will  be  considered  to  the  degree 
practicable. 

The  Department  will  also  hold  throe 
public  hearings  at  which  agencies, 
organizations,  and  the  general  public  are 
invited  to  present  oral  comments  or 
suggestions  on  the  Draft  Statement. 
Locations,  dates,  and  times  for  the 
public  hearings  are  provided  in  the 
sections  of  this  notice  entitled  “PUBLIC 
HEARINGS.”  Written  and  oral 
comments  will  be  given  equal  weight 
and  will  be  considered  in  preparing  the 
Final  Statement.  Requests  for  copies  of 
the  Draft  Statement  and/or  Final 
Statement  or  questions  concerning  the 
project,  should  be  sent  to  Dr.  Suellen  A. 
Van  Ooteghem  at  the  address  noted 
below. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  on  the 
Draft  Statement  should  be  received  by 
July  23, 1994,  for  incorporation  into  the 
public  hearing  record.  Oral  comments 
will  be  accepted  at  the  public  hearings. 
Written  comments,  requests  to  speak  at 
the  hearings,  or  questions  concerning 
the  Pinon  Pine  Power  Project,  should  be 
directed  to:  Dr.  Suellen  A.  Van 
Ooteghem,  Environmental  Project 
Manager,  Morgantown  Energy 
Technology  Center,  3610  Collins  Ferry 
Road,  Morgantown,  WV  26507-0880, 
Telephone:  (304)  284-5443. 

If  you  request  to  speak,  please 
indicate  at  which  hearing(s).  Envelopes 
should  be  labeled  “Pinon  Pine  Power 
Project  Draft  EIS.” 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  For 
general  information  on  the  Department’s 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 
process  and  other  matters  related  to  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act, 
please  contact:  Ms.  Carol  M.  Borgstrom, 
Director,  Office  of  NEPA  Oversight  (EH- 
25),  U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20585,  Telephone: 

(202)  586-4600  or  (800) 472-2756. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background  and  Need  for  the  Proposed 
Action 

The  Department  proposes  to  provide 
cost-shared  funding  support  for  the 


design,  construction,  and  operation  of  a 
104-Megawatt-electric  (gross)  coal-fired 
power  plant  at  Tracy,  Nevada,  to 
demonstrate  technology.  The  Pinon  Pine 
Power  Project  was  proposed  by  Sierra 
Pacific  Power  Company  and  selected  by 
the  Department  for  negotiation  of  a 
Cooperative  Agreement  for  Federal 
assistance  by  the  Clean  Coal  Technology 
program.  The  Pinon  Pine  Power  Project, 
when  compared  to  conventional  coal- 
fired  power  plant  technologies,  would 
demonstrate  the  cost  effective  reduction 
in  emissions  of  sulfur  dioxide,  oxides  of 
nitrogen,  and  particulate  matter  from  a 
104-Megawatt-electric  coal-fired  power 
plant  using  innovative  Integrated 
Gasification  Combined-Cycle  and  hot 
gas  cleanup  technology.  Following  a  42- 
month  demonstration  period  anticipated 
to  conclude  in  August  2000,  the  facility 
would  enter  commercial  operation.  The 
proposed  Pinon  Pino  Power  Project 
would  be  located  at  Sierra  Pacific  Power 
Company’s  existing  Tracy  Power 
Station,  a  natural  gas-  and  oil-fired  411- 
Megawatt-electric  (estimate  based  on 
June  1994  projections)  power  generation 
facility  located  on  a  rural  724-acre  plot 
approximately  17  miles  east  of  Reno, 
Nevada.  The  proposed  new  facility 
would  be  built  adjacent  to  these 
facilities. 

On  October  23, 1989,  Public  Law  No. 
101-121,  “Department  of  the  Interior 
and  Related  Agencies  Appropriations 
Act,  1990,”  was  signed  into  law;  This 
Act,  among  other  things,  appropriated 
funds  for  the  design,  construction,  and 
operation  of  cost-shared,  clean  coal 
projects  to  demonstrate  the  feasibility  of 
future  commercial  applications  of 
technologies  capable  of  replacing, 
retrofitting  or  repowering  existing 
facilities. 

On  January  17, 1991,  the  Department 
issued  Program  Opportunity  Notice 
Number  DE-PS01-91FE62271  for  Clean 
Coal  Technology  IV,  soliciting  proposals 
to  conduct  cost-shared  projects  to 
demonstrate  innovative,  energy- 
efficient,  and  economically  competitive 
clean  coal  technologies.  The  Pinon  Pine 
Power  Project  was  one  of  the  nine 
projects  selected  from  among  the  33 
proposals  received. 

Environmental  Impact  Statement 
Preparation 

The  Draft  Statement  has  been 
prepared  in  accordance  with  section 
102(2)(C)  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act,  as  implemented  in 
regulations  promulgated  by  the  Council 
on  Environmental  Quality  (40  CFR  parts 
1500-1508)  and  by  the  Department’s 
Implementing  Procedures  (10  CFR  part 
1021).  In  accordance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act.  the 


Department  determined  that  providing 
cost-shared  funding  for  the  Pinon  Pine 
Power  Project  constitutes  a  major 
Federal  action  that  may  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment.  Therefore,  the  Department 
has  prepared  a  Draft  Statement  to  assess 
the  potential  impacts  of  both  the 
proposed  action  and  reasonable 
alternatives  to  the  proposed  action  on 
the  human  and  natural  environment. 

A  notice  of  intent  (notice)  to  prepare 
the  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
and  hold  public  scoping  meetings  in 
Nixon,  Femley,  and  Reno,  Nevada,  was 
published  by  the  Department  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  30, 1992  (57 
FR  29067).  The  Notice  invited  oral  and 
written  comments  and  suggestions  on 
the  proposed  scope  of  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statement, 
including  environmental  issues  and 
alternatives,  and  invited  public 
participation  in  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  process. 
Overall,  60  scoping  comments  were 
received  that  assisted  in  identifying 
major  issues  for  subsequent  in-depth 
analysis  in  the  Draft  Statement.  As  a 
result  of  the  scoping  process,  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 
Implementation  Plan  was  developed  to 
define  the  scope  and  provide  fiulher 
guidance  for  preparing  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

The  Draft  Statement  considers  the 
proposed  action  and  the  no-action 
alternative,  which  includes  a  scenario 
that  reasonably  could  be  expected  to 
result  as  a  consequence  of  the  no-action 
alternative.  Impacts  to  atmospheric 
resources,  surface  water,  groundwater, 
biological  resources  (including 
threatened  and  endangered  species), 
and  socioeconomic  resources  (including 
environmental  justice)  fi’om 
construction  and  operation  of  the 
proposed  Pinon  Pine  Power  Project  have 
been  analyzed. 

The  Draft  Statement  provides  an 
analysis  of  information  prepared  to 
evaluate  the  potential  environmental 
impacts  of  the  proposed  construction 
and  operation  of  the  Pinon  Pine  Power 
Project  at  the  proposed  site. 

Floodplains  Notification 

Pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11988, 
Floodplain  Management,  and  the 
Department’s  Procedures  for 
Compliance  with  Floodplains/Wetlands 
Environmental  Review  Requirements 
(10  CFR  part  1022),  the  Department 
hereby  provides  notice  that  a  new 
primary  electric  switchyard  proposed  as 
one  component  of  the  Pinon  Pine  Power 
Project  would  be  constructed  and 
operated  in  the  100-year  floodplain  as 
depicted  on  the  Federal  Emergency 
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Management  Agency’s  Flood  Insurance 
Rate  Map  (Panel  Number  320033 
0020B).  Because  of  its  proposed  location 
in  the  100-year  floodplain,  this 
switchyard  could  potentially  impede 
the  flow  of  floodwaters.  However,  there 
is  neither  vegetation  present  in  the 
affected  area  nor  wetlands  or 
ecologically  sensitive  areas  that  would 
be  involved.  The  electric  switchyard, 
required  to  provide  an  electrical 
connection  between  the  Pihon  Pine 
Power  Plant  and  Sierra  Pacific  Power 
Company’s  existing  electrical  system, 
would  be  approximately  75  square  feet 
in  size.  The  switchyard  would  be  sited 
adjacent  to  and  would  expand  the 
existing  switchyard  for  the  Tracy 
Station  Plant.  The  switchyard  would 
directly  impact  the  floodplain  because 
of  site  grading  and  filling  and  the 
p)ermanent  placement  of  switchyard 
equipment  within  the  100-year 
floodplain.  However,  impacts  to  the 
100-year  floodplain  such  as  flood 
storage,  flood-flow  conveyance,  and 
wildlife  habitat  are  expected  to  be 
minimal  due  to  the  limited  size  and 
open  structure  of  the  switchyard.  The 
potential  environmental  impacts  of  site 
selection  on  the  floodplain  area  are 
discussed  in  chapters  4  and  9  of  the 
Draft  Statement.  Comments  regarding 
the  effects  of  the  proposed  action  on 
floodplains  may  be  submitted  to  the 
Department  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  described  below. 

Comment  Procedures 

Availability  of  Draft  Statement 
Copies  of  the  Draft  Statement  are 
being  distributed  to  organizations, 
environmental  groups,  and  individuals 
known  to  be  interested  in  or  affected  by 
the  proposed  project.  Additional  copies 
of  either  the  main  document  or 
appendices  to  the  main  volume  may  be 
obtained  by  contacting  the  Department 
as  provided  in  the  section  of  this  notice 
entitled  ADDRESSES. 

Copies  of  the  Draft  Statement, 
including  the  appendix  volume  and 
major  documents  referenced  in  the  Draft 
Statement,  are  available  for  inspection 
at  the  locations  identified  below: 

(1)  U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  Freedom 
of  Information  Reading  Room,  room 
lE-190,  Forrestal  Building,  1000 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20585. 

(2)  U.S.  Department  of  Energy, 
Morgantown  Energy  Technology 
Center,  3610  Collins  Ferry  Road,  P.O. 
Box  880,  Morgantown,  WV  26507- 
0880. 

(3)  Lyon  County  Femley  Branch  Library, 
P.O.  Box  647,  575  Silverlace  Blvd., 
Femley,  NV  89408. 


(4)  Washoe  County 'Public  Library, 
Government  Documents  Section,  301 
South  Center  Street,  Reno,  NV  89502. 

(5)  Storey  County  Library,  95  South  R 
Street,  Virginia  City,  NV  89440. 

(6)  Sierra  Pacific  Power  Company,  6100 
Neil  Road,  Reno,  NV  89511. 

Written  Comments 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to 
provide  comments  on  the  content  of  the 
Draft  Statement  to  the  Department  as 
indicated  in  the  section  of  this  notice 
entitled  ADDRESSES.  Envelopes  should 
be  labeled  "Pinon  Pine  Power  Project 
Draft  EIS.”  Comments  should  be 
received  no  later  than  July  23, 1994,  the 
close  of  the  public  comment  period,  to 
ensure  consideration  in  preparing  the 
Final  Statement.  Comments  received 
after  July  23, 1994,  will  be  considered 
to  the  extent  practicable. 

Public  Hearings 
Procedures 

The  public  is  invited  to  provide 
comments  in  person  on  the  Draft 
Statement  to  the  Department  at  the 
scheduled  public  hearings.  Advance 
registration  for  presentation  of  oral 
comments  at  the  hearings  will  be 
accepted  up  to  one  week  prior  to  the 
hearing  date  by  telephone  or  by  mail  at 
the  office  listed  in  the  ADDRESSES 
section  above.  Envelopes  should  be 
labeled  "Pinon  Pine  Power  Project  Draft 
EIS.”  Requests  to  speak  at  a  specific 
time  will  be  honored  if  possible. 
Registrants  are  allowed  only  to  register 
themselves  to  speak  and  must  confirm 
the  time  they  are  scheduled  to  speak  at 
the  registration  desk  the  day  of  the 
hearing.  Persons  who  have  not 
registered  in  advance  may  register  to 
speak  when  they  arrive  at  the  hearings 
to  the  extent  that  time  is  available.  To 
ensure  that  as  many  persons  as  possible 
have  the  opportunity  to  present 
comments,  5  minutes  will  be  allotted  to 
each  speaker.  Persons  presenting 
comments  at  the  hearings  are  requested 
to  provide  the  Department  with  written 
copies  of  their  comments  at  the  hearing, 
if  possible. 

Hearing  Schedules  and  Locations 

Public  hearings  will  be  held  at  the 
following  locations,  times,  and  dates: 

1.  Date;  June  21, 1994 

Time:  6:30  p.m. 

Place:  Pyramid  Lake  Paiute,  Indian 
Tribal  Council  Chambers,  Nixon, 
Nevada  89424 

2.  Date;  June  22, 1994 

Time:  7:00  p.m. 

Place:  Rainbow  Bend  Country  Club, 
500  Blue  Declair,  Rainbow  Bend, 
Nevada  89434 


3.  Date;  June  23, 1994 
Time:  7:00  p.m. 

Place:  Alumni  Lounge,  Jot  Travis 
Student  Union,  University  of 
Nevada,  Reno  Campus,  Virginia 
Street,  Reno,  Nevada  89557. 

Conduct  of  Hearings 

The  Department’s  rules  and 
procedures  for  the  orderly  conduct  of 
the  hearings  will  be  announced  by  the 
presiding  officer  at  the  start  of  the 
hearings.  The  hearings  will  not  be  of  an 
adjudicatory  or  evidentiary  nature. 
Speakers  will  not  be  cross-examined, 
although  the  presiding  officer  and  the 
Department  of  Energy  hearing  panel 
members  may  ask  clarifying  questions. 
The  Department  of  Energy  hearing  panel 
members  will  respond  to  comments  and 
questions  from  the  public.  In  addition, 
the  Department  of  Energy’s 
representatives  will  be  available  to 
discuss  the  project  in  informal 
conversations.  A  transcript  of  the 
hearings  will  be  prepared,  and  the  entire 
record  of  each  hearing,  including  the 
transcript,  will  be  placed  on  file  by  the 
Department  for  inspection  at  the  public 
locations  given  above  in  the  COMMENT 
PROCEDURES  section. 

Signed  in  Washington  DC.  this  20th  day  of 
May  1904.  for  the  United  States  Department 
of  Energy. 

Peter  N.  Brush, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary,  Environment, 
Safety  and  Health. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12898  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  64SO-01-r> 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  ER94-1 246-000,  et  at] 

Ashton  Energy  Corporation,  et  al.; 
Electric  Rate  and  Corporate  Regulation 
Filings 

May  19. 1994. 

Take  notice  that  the  following  filings 
have  been  made  with  the  Commission; 

1.  Ashton  Energy  Corp. 

(Docket  No.  ER94-1 246-000) 

Take  notice  that  on  May  11, 1994, 
Ashton  Energy  Corporation  (Ashton 
Energy)  tendered  for  filing  a  petition  for 
waivers  and  blanket  approvals  under 
various  regulations  of  the  Commission 
and  for  an  order  accepting  its  FERC 
Electric  Rate  Schedule  No.  1. 

Ashton  Energy  intends  to  engage  in 
electric  power  transactions  as  a 
marketer  and/or  broker.  In  transactions 
where  Ashton  Energy  sells  electric 
energy  it  proposes  to  make  such  sales  on 
rates,  terms  and  conditions  to  be 
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mutually  agreed  upon  with  the 
purchasing  party.  Ashton  Energy  is  not 
in  the  business  of  generating 
transmitting,  or  distributing  electric 
power. 

Comment  date:  June  2, 1994,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

2.  NorAni  Energy  Services,  Inc. 

(Docket  No  ER94-1 247-000) 

Take  notice  that  on  May  11, 1994, 
NorAm  Energy  Services,  Inc.  (NES) 
tendered  tor  filing  pursuant  to  Rule  205, 
18  CFR  38.5.205,  a  petition  for  waivers 
and  blanket  approvals  under  various 
regulation.N  of  the  Commission  and  for 
an  order  a«  cepting  its  FERC  Electric 
Rate  Schedule  No.  1  to  be  effective  May 
11, 1994 

NES  in  ends  to  engage  in  electric 
power  and  energy  transactions  as  a 
marketer  and  a  broker.  In  transactions 
where  NE.S  sells  electric  energy  it 
proposes  to  make  such  sales  on  rates, 
terms,  and  conditions  to  be  mutually 
agreed  to  with  the  purchasing  pasty. 

NES  is  not  in  the  business  of  generating, 
transmitting,  or  distributing  electric 
power. 

Comment  date:  June  2, 1994,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

3.  Northwestern  Public  Service 
Company 

(Docket  No.  ES94-26-000) 

Take  notice  that  on  May  16, 1994, 
Northwestern  Public  Service  Company 
(NWPS),  filed  an  application  under 
§  204  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  seeking 
authorization  to  issue  and  sell  500,000 
shares  of  its  Common  Stock,  par  value 
$3.50  per  share,  pursuant  to  an 
Automatic  Dividend  Reinvestment  and 
Stock  Purchase  Plan.  Also,  NWPS 
requests  exemption  from  the 
Commission’s  competitive  bidding  and 
negotiated  placement  regulations. 

Comment  date:  June  13, 1994,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

Standard  Paragraphs 

E.  Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a 
motion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  E)C  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Rules  211  and  214  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  385.211  and  18  CFR 
385.214).  All  such  motions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  the 
comment  date.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 


protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12877  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  COOC  6717-01-P 


Re-Notice  of  Application  ■ 

May  20, 1994. 

Take  notice  that  the  following 

hydroelectric  application  has  been  filed 

with  the  Commission  and  is  available 

for  public  inspection: 

a.  Type  of  Application:  Preliminary 
Permit 

b.  Project  No.:  11446-000 

c.  Date  Filed:  November  2, 1993 

d.  Applicant:  Mid- Atlantic  Energy 
Engineers,  Ltd. 

e.  Name  of  Project:  Cuffs  Run  Pumped 
Storage 

f.  Location:  On  Cuffs  Run  and  the 
Susquehanna  River  in  York  and 
Lancaster  Counties,  Pennsylvania 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power  Act, 
16  U.S.C.  791(a)  825(r) 

h.  Applicant  Contact:  Mr.  William  M. 
McMahon,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  32,  Reading, 
PA  19603,  (215)  373-6667 

i.  FERC  Contact:  Charles  T.  Raabe  (dt) 
(202)  219-2811 

j.  Comment  Date:  July  21, 1994 

k.  Description  of  Project:  The  proposed 
pumped  storage  project  would  consist 
of:  (1)  An  upper  reservoir  having  a 
580-acre  surface  area  and  a  26,000- 
acre-foot  storage  capacity  at  water 
surface  elevation  680  feet  msl,  created 
by  a  225-foot-high,  9,800-foot-long 
dam,  a  95-foot-high,  700-foot-long 
dike,  and  a  35-foot-high,  1300-foot- 
long  dike:  (2)  a  300-foot-long,  110- 
foot-wide  channel  leading  to  a 
submerged  intake  structure:  (3)  a  shaft 
and  tunnel  trifurcating  into  three  20- 
foot-diameter  steel-lined  tunnels:  (4) 
an  underground  powerhouse 
containing  three  reversible  pump- 
turbine  units  rated  at  330-MW  each 
operated  at  a  450-foot  head:  (5)  a 
1,500-foot-long  powerhouse  access 
tunnel  and  an  18-foot-  diameter  vent 
and  cable  shaft:  (6)  three  concrete- 
lined  tunnels  leading  to  an  outlet 
structure  in  Lake  Clarke:  (7)  an  above¬ 
ground  switchyard:  (8)  a  three-mile- 
long,  250-kV  transmission  line:  and 
(9)  appurtenant  facilities.  Lake  Clarke, 
an  existing  reservoir  formed  by  the 


'  This  notice  was  first  issued  on  March  16, 1994 
(59  FR  16634,  April  7, 1994),  but  through  error  was 
not  sent  to  the  York  Dispiatch  for  publication. 


Safe'  Harbor  Dam  (FERC  Project  No. 
1025)  would  be  utilized  as  a  lower 
reservoir. 

Core  boring  of  the  foundation 
overburden  and  underlying  rock 
formation  would  be  required. 

Applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of 
the  studies  under  the  terms  of  the 
permit  would  be  $235,000.  Project 
energy  would  be  purchased  from  and 
sold  to  local  utilities.  A  portion  of  the 
proposed  project  boundary  for  Project 
No.  11446  lies  within  the  approved 
project  boundary  for  licensed  project 
No.  1025.  However,  the  proposed 
project  facilities  could  be  mutually 
compatible. 

1.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  A5,  A7, 
A9,A10,  B,C&D2. 

Standard  Paragraphs 

A5.  Preliminary  Permit — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
for  preliminary  permit  for  a  proposed 
project  must  submit  the  competing 
application  itself,  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
file  such  an  application,  to  the 
Commission  on  or  before  the  specified 
comment  date  for  the  peuticular 
application  (see  18  CFR  4.36). 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  preliminary  permit 
application  no  later  than  30  days  after 
the  specified  comment  date  for  the 
particular  application.  A  competing 
preliminary  permit  application  must 
conform  with  18  CFR  4.30(b)(1)  and  (9) 
and  4.36. 

A7.  Preliminary  Permit — Any 
qualified  development  applicant 
desiring  to  file  a  competing 
development  application  must  submit  to 
the  Commission,  on  or  before  a 
specified  comment  date  for  the 
particular  application,  either  a 
competing  development  application  or  a 
notice  of  intent  to  file  such  an 
application.  Submission  of  a  timely 
notice  of  intent  to  file  a  development 
application  allows  an  interested  person 
to  file  the  competing  application  no 
later  than  120  days  after  the  specified 
comment  date  for  the  particular 
application.  A  competing  license 
application  must  conform  with  18  CFR 
4.30(b)(1)  and  (9)  and  4.36. 

A9.  Notice  of  intent — A  notice  of 
intent  must  specify  the  exact  name, 
business  address,  and  telephone  number 
of  the  prospective  applicant,  and  must 
include  an  unequivocal  statement  of 
intent  to  submit,  if  such  an  application 
may  be  filed,  either  a  preliminary 
permit  application  or  a  development 
application  (specify  which  type  of 
application).  A  notice  of  intent  must  be 


27270 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  59,  No.  101  /  Thursday,  May  26,  1994  /  Notices 


served  on  the  applicant(s)  named  in  this 
public  notice. 

AlO.  Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
term  of  the  proposed  preliminary  permit 
with  be  36  months.  The  work  proposed 
under  the  preliminary  permit  would 
include  economic  analysis,  preparation 
of  preliminary  engineering  plans,  and  a 
study  of  environmental  impacts.  Based 
on  the  results  of  these  studies,  the 
Applicant  would  decide  whether  to 
proceed  with  the  preparation  of  a 
development  application  to  construct 
and  operate  the  project. 

B.  Comments,  Protests,  or  Motions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  motion  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  385.210,  .211,  .214. 

In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  aa  motion  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  motions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  the  specified 
comment  date  for  the  particular 
application. 

C.  Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  filings  must  bear  in 
all  capital  letters  the  title 
“COMMENTS”,  "NOTICE  OF  INTENT 
TO  FILE  COMPETING  APPUCATION’, 
"COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
"PROTEST”,  “MOTION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  the  particular 
application  to  which  the  filing  refers. 
Any  of  the  above-named  documents 
must  be  filed  by  providing  the  original 
and  the  number  of  copies  provided  by 
the  Commission’s  regulations  to;  The 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  DC  20426.  An 

‘  additional  copy  must  be  sent  to 
Director,  Division  of  Project  Review, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  1027,  at  the  above-mentioned 
address.  A  copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  •. 
competing  application  or  motion  to 
intervene  must  also  be  served  upon  each 
representative  of  the  Applicant 
specified  in  the  particular  application. 

D2.  Agency  Comments — Federal, 
state,  and  local  agencies  are  invited  to 
file  comments  on  the  described 
application.  A  copy  of  the  application 
may  be  obtained  by  agencies  directly 
from  the  Applicant.  If  an  agency  does 
not  file  comments  within  the  time 
specified  for  filing  comments,  it  will  be 
presumed  to  have  no  comments.  One 


copy  of  an  agency’s  must  also  be  sent  to 
the  Applicant’s  representatives. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secrefaiy. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12878  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  6717-Ot-P 


[Docket  No.  CP94-542-000,  et  al.] 

Natural  Gas  Certificate  Filings 

May  19, 1994. 

Take  notice  that  the  following  filings 
have  been  made  with  the  Commission: 

1.  CNG  Transmission  Corp. 

[Docket  No.  CP94-542-0001 

Take  notice  that  on  May  11, 1994, 

CNG  Transmission  Corporation  (CNG), 
445  West  Main  Street,  Clarksburg,  West 
Virginia  26301,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP94-542-000  a  request  pursuant  to 
§§  157.205  and  157.211  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.205  and 
157.211)  for  authorization  to  construct  a 
transportation  tap,  measuring, 
regulating  and  appurtenant  facilities  for 
the  delivery  of  transportation  gas  to 
National  Gas  and  Oil  Corporation 
(National)  in  Coshocton  Coxmty,  Ohio, 
under  CNG’s  blanket  certificate  issued 
in  Docket  No.  CP82-537-000  pursuant 
to  Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  request  that 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

CNG  states  that  the  proposed  new  tap 
will  serve  as  a  new  delivery  point  to 
National,  a  local  distribution  company 
in  the  vicinity,  for  transportation  on  an 
interruptible  basis  of  up  to  117,000  Dt 
of  natural  gas  per  day.  It  is  stated  that 
National  proposes  to  redeliver  those 
volumes  to  Columbus  Southern  Power 
Company  (Columbus  Southern)  for  use 
in  Columbus  Southern’s  electric 
generating  plant  located  in  Conesville, 
Coshocton  County,  Ohio  (Conesville 
Plant). 

It  is  stated  that  Columbus  Southern  is 
a  subsidiary  of  American  Electric  Power 
Corporation  (AEP),  the  second  largest 
investor-owned  electric  utility  in  the 
United  States,  and  that  AEP  is  required 
under  the  1990  amendments  to  the 
Clean  Air  Act  to  reduce  its  annual  sulfur 
dioxide  (S02)  emissions.  It  is  further 
stated  that  to  reduce  its  S02  emissions, 
the  AEP  has  selected  the  option  to 
convert  the  coal  burning  Conesville 
Plant,  to  bum  natural  gas,  although 
Columbus  Southern  will  retain  its 
ability  to  bum  coal  at  the  Conesville 
Plant. 

CNG  states  that  Coliunbus  Southern 
has  made  arrangements  to  transport  up 
to  117,000  Dt  of  natural  gas  per  day  on 


an  intermptible  basis  on  GNU'S 
interstate  pipeline  system.  It  is  stated 
that  CNG  and  Columbus  Southern  have 
signed  an  IT  Rate  Schedule  Service 
Agreement  for  up  to  117,000  Dt  per  day, 
authorized  imder  CNG’s  Part  284 
Blanket  Authorization. 

CNG  states  further  that  in  order  for  it 
to  deliver  Columbus  Southern’s  gas  to 
National  for  redelivery  to  the  Conesville 
Plant,  a  16  inch  tap,  measuring  and 
regulation  station,  and  approximately 
225  feet  of  16  inch  connecting  line  off 
of  CNG’s  TL-400  pipeline  system  in 
Coshocton  County,  Ohio  must  be 
constmcted.  CNG  also  stated  that 
certain  auxiliary  installations  must  be 
installed  (gate  valve  assembly,  a  filter/ 
separator,  a  line  heater,  various  valves 
and  yard  and  station  piping,  and 
buildings)  at  the  point  of 
interconnection  with  TL-400. 

CNG  states  that  National  has  agreed  to 
reimburse  CNG  for  its  cost,  and  that 
National  will  be  the  owner  of  the 
measuring  and  regulation  station  and 
the  225  foot  connecting  fine.  However, 
CNG  states  that  it  will  maintain  and 
operate  both  the  measuring  and 
regulation  station  and  the  connecting 
line. 

Comment  date:  July  5, 1994,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  G 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

2.  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America 

[Docket  Na  CP94-546-0001 

Take  notice  that  on  May  13, 1994, 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  (AppUcant),  701  East  22nd 
Street,  Lombard,  Illinois,  60148,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP94-546-000,  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(b)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  permission  and 
approval  to  abandon  its  Rate  Schedule 
L^3  storage  service  for  Peoples  Natural 
Gas  Company,  a  Division  of  UtiliCorp. 
United  Inc.  (Peoples  Natural),  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  is  seeking 
authority  to  abandon  storage  service  it 
provides  for  Peoples  Natural  provided 
under  the  Rate  Schedule  LS-3 
Agreement  as  authorized  in  Docket  No. 
CP7S-175. 

Applicant  states  that  it  had  stored  for 
the  account  of  Peoples  Natural  a  daily 
withdrawal  quantity  of  up  to  486  Mcf  of 
natural  gas  (in  Applicant’s  Cairo-Mount 
Simon  Reservoir  located  in  Louisa 
Covinty,  Iowa)  pursuant  to  the  Rate 
Schedule  LS-3  Agreement  dated  March 
21, 1990.  Applicant  states  that  the 
Agreement  expired  by  its  own  terms  on 
April  1, 1991,  and  that  it  continued  to 
provide  Rate  Schedule  LS-3  storage 
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service  for  Peoples  Natural  until  March 
31, 1994,  consistent  with  its  obligation 
to  serve  pursuant  to  Section  7  of  the 
NGA.  Applicant  indicates  that  it 
received  a  letter  from  Peoples  Natural 
dated  April  8, 1994,  wherein  Peoples 
Natural  notified  Applicant  of  its 
election  to  no  longer  receive  Rate 
Schedule  LS-3  storage  service  as  of 
March  31, 1994. 

Applicant  does  not  propose  to 
abandon  any  facilities. 

Comment  date:  June  9, 1994,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  F 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

3.  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp. 

(Docket  No.  CP94-549-0001 

Take  notice  that  on  May  17, 1994, 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation 
(Northwest),  295  Chipeta  Way,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84158,  filed  in  E)ocket  No. 
CP94-549-000  a  request  pursuant  to 
§§  157.205  and  157.211  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.205  and 
157.211)  for  authorization  to  operate  the 
Reynolds  Meter  Station  (Reynolds 
Station)  located  in  Multnomeih  County, 
Oregon  as  a  certificated  delivery  point, 
under  Northwest’s  blanket  certificate 
issued  in  Docket  No.  CP82-433-000, 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
request  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Northwest  states  that  it  originally 
constructed  the  Reynolds  Station 
pursuant  to  Section  311  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Policy  Act  to  be  used  for  the 
delivery  of  gas  to  Reynolds  Metal 
Company  (Reynolds)  pursuant  to 
Subpart  B  of  Part  284  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations.  Northwest 
also  states  that  the  Reynolds  Station 
consists  of  a  3-inch  tap  and  a  3-inch 
turbine  meter  with  appurtenances,  the 
maximum  design  capacity  of  the  station 
is  approximately  5,817  Dth  per  day  at 
500  psig,  and  it  is  located  within  the 
Reynolds  plant  site  and  is  connected  to 
the  Reynolds  plant  facilities. 

Northwest  indicates  that  it  agreed  to 
install  the  new  meter  station  pursuant  to 
a  Facilities  and  Indemnification 
Agreement  between  Northwest  and 
Reynolds  dated  November  8, 1988. 
Northwest  further  states  that  the  total 
cost  of  constructing  the  Reynolds 
Station  was  $92,919  and  Reynolds 
reimbursed  Northwest  for  all  actual 
costs  and  related  income  tax  gross-up, 
excluding  $27,085  of  company  labor 
and  benefits,  incurred  by  Northwest  for 
the  construction  of  the  Reynolds 
Station.  Northwest  also  states  that  the 
new  station  was  completed  and 
available  for  service  by  June,  1989. 


Northwest  reports  that  the  Reynolds 
Station  has  not  yet  been  placed  into 
service  since  Reynolds  has  continued  to 
receive  gas  service  from  Northwest 
Natural  Gas  Company  (Northwest 
Natural),  its  local  gas  distributor. 
Northwest  also  states  that  in  April, 

1994,  Reynolds  provided  ninety  days 
notice  to  Northwest  Natural  that  it  was 
terminating  its  service  contract  with 
Northwest  Natural  and  concurrently 
requested  Northwest  to  take  the 
necessary  action  to  make  the  Reynolds 
Station  available  as  a  delivery  point  for 
blanket  certificate  transportation  by 
July,  1994.  Northwest  advises  that  firm 
transportation  service  to  Reynolds  at  the 
new  meter  station  will  be  provided 
pursuant  to  its  Rate  Schedule  'TF-l  and 
interruptible  service  will  be  provided 
pursuant  to  its  Rate  Schedule  'TI-l. 

Northwest  states  that  any  deliveries 
made  to  Reynolds  through  the  Reynolds 
Station  will  be  gas  delivered  either  for 
Reynolds  or  other  shippers  supplying 
gas  for  Reynolds  for  whom  Northwest  is, 
or  will  be,  authorized  to  transport  gas. 
Northwest  also  states  that  any  volumes 
delivered  to  the  Reynolds  delivery  point 
will  be  within  the  authorized 
entitlement  of  such  shippers.  Northwest 
advises  that  its  tariff  does  not  prohibit 
the  modification  of  delivery  point 
facilities. 

Additionally,  Northwest  states  that  it 
understands  that  Reynolds  is  in  the 
process  of  acquiring  released  firm 
transportation  capacity  on  Northwest’s 
system  to  serve  its  requirements  at  the 
Reynolds  Station. 

Comment  date:  July  5, 1994,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  G 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

Standard  Paragraphs 

F.  Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before  the 
comment  date,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20426,  a  motion  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  385.214  or  385.211) 
and  the  Regulations  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  AH  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  motion  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 


the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  motion  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of 
the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  and/or  permission  and 
approval  for  the  proposed  abandonment 
are  required  by  the  pubUc  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  motion  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  vrill  be 
unnecessary  for  applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

G.  Any  person  or  the  Commission’s 
staff  may,  within  45  days  after  issuance 
of  the  instant  notice  by  the  Commission, 
file  pursuant  to  Rule  214  of  the 
Commission’s  Procedural  Rules  (18  CFR 
385.214)  a  motion  to  intervene  or  notice 
of  intervention  and  pursuant  to 
§  157.205  of  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.205)  a 
protest  to  the  request.  If  no  protest  is 
filed  within  the  time  allowed  therefor, 
the  proposed  activity  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  authorized  effective  the  day  after  the 
time  allowed  for  filing  a  protest.  If  a 
protest  is  filed  and  not  withdrawn 
within  30  days  after  the  time  allowed 
for  filing  a  protest,  the  instant  request 
shall  be  treated  as  an  application  for 
authorization  pursuant  to  Section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  94-12877  Filed  5-25^94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  COD€  6717-01-P 


[Docket  No.  RP94-251-000] 

National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp.;  Tariff 
Filing 

May  20. 1994. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  17, 1994, 
National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(National)  tendered  for  filing  as  part  of 
its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Revised 
Volume  No.  1,  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No. 
225  with  a  proposed  effective  date  of 
May  18, 1994. 

National  further  states  that  copies  of 
this  filing  were  served  upon  the 
company’s  jurisdictional  customers  and 
the  Regulatory  Commission’s  of  the 
States  of  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
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Delaware,  Massachusetts,  and’New 
Jersey. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Rules  214 
or  211  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  385.214 
or  385.211).  All  such  motions  to 
intervene  or  protest  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  May  27, 1994.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Ekx.  94-12835  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  C006  e717-«1-M 


[Docket  No.  RP94-252-000] 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America; 
Proposed  Changes  In  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

May  20, 1994. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  17, 1994, 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  (Natural)  tendered  for  filing  as 
part  of  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Sixth 
Revised  Volume  No.  1,  Second  Revised 
Sheet  No.  24,  and  Third  Revised  sheet 
Nos.  318  and  319  to  be  effective  June  1, 
1994. 

Natural  states  that  the  filing  is 
submitted  pursuant  to  section  21  of  the 
General  Terms  and  Conditions  of 
Natural’s  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Sixth  Revised 
Volume  No.  1,  as  a  second  semiannual 
rate  filing  under  section  4  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  (Commission)  promulgated 
thereunder.  The  rate  adjustments  filed 
for  are  designed  to  recover  certain  fixed 
Account  No.  858  costs  incurred  by 
Natural  under  contracts  executed  prior 
to  the  Order  No.  636  restructuring.  No 
buyout  or  buydown  costs  are  reflected 
in  this  filing. 

Natural  requested  specific  waivers  of 
section  21  of  its  Tariff  and  the 
Commission’s  Regulations,  including 
the  requirements  of  §  154.63,  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  permit  the  tariff 
sheets  to  become  effective  June  1, 1994. 

Natural  states  that  copies  of  the  filing 
are  being  mailed  to  Natural’s 
jurisdictional  customers  and  interested 
state  regulatory  agencies. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion 
to  intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accordemce 
vdth  §§  385.214  and  385.211  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations. 
All  such  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  27, 1994.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  a  motion  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
public  reference  room. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12836  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  6717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  RP94-250-000] 

Northwest  Alaskan  Pipeline  Co.;  Tariff 
Changes 

May  20, 1994. 

'Take  notice  that  on  May  17, 1994, 
Northwest  Alaskan  Pipeline  Company 
(Northwest  Alaskan),  tendered  for  filing 
as  part  of  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original 
Volume  No.  2,  Thirty-Fourth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  5,  to  become  effective  July  1, 
1994. 

Northwest  Alaskan  states  that  it  is 
submitting  Thirty-Fourth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  5  reflecting  an  increase  in  total 
demand  charges  for  Canadian  gas 
purchased  by  Northwest  Alaskan  from 
Pan-Alberta  Gas  Ltd.  (Pan-Alberta)  and 
resold  to  Northwest  Alaskan’s  two  U.S. 
purchasers:  Pan-Alberta  Gas  (U.S.)  Inc. 
(Pan- Alberta  (U.S.))  imder  Rate 
Schedules  X-1,  X-2,  and  X-3,  and 
Pacific  Interstate  Transmission 
Company  (PIT)  under  Rate  Schedule  X- 
4. 

Northwest  Alaskan  states  that  it  is 
submitting  Thirty-Fourth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  5  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
amended  purchase  agreements  between 
Northwest  Alaskan  and,  Pan-Alberta 
(U.S.),  and  PIT,  emd  pursuant  to  Rate 
Schedules  X-1,  X-2,  X-3,  and  X— 4, 
which  provide  for  Northwest  Alaskan  to 
file  45  days  prior  to  the  commencement 
of  the  next  demand  charge  period  (July 
1, 1994  through  December  31, 1994)  the 
demand  charges  and  demand  charge 
adjustments  which  Northwest  Alaskan 
will  charge  during  the  period. 

Northwest  Alaskan  states  that  Rate 
Schedule  X-1  reflects  the  assignment  of 


Northern  Natural  Gas  Company’s 
contract  to  PAG-US  as  filed  imder 
Docket  Nos.  CP78-123-032,  RP94-25- 
000  and  RP94-25-001  approved  by  the 
FERC  in  its  order  dated  November  3, 
1993. 

Northwest  Alaskan  states  that  a  copy 
of  this  filing  has  been  served  on 
Northwest  Alaskan’s  customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Rules  211 
end  214  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure.  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  May  27, 1994.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  b^ome  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12837  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  C717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  CP94-551-OOOJ 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.;  Request 
Under  Blanket  Authorization 

May  20. 1994. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  18, 1994, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
(Tennessee),  P.O.  Box  2511,  Houston, 
Texas  77252,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP94- 
551-000  a  request  pursuant  to 
§§  157.205  and  157.212  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.205, 
157.212)  for  authorization  to  establish  a 
new  delivery  point  for  service  to  Natural 
Gas  of  Kentucky  (Natural)  under 
Tennessee’s  blmiket  certificate  issued  in 
Docket  No.  CP82— 413-000  pursuant  to 
section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  request  that 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

'Tennessee  proposes,  at  Natural’s 
request,  to  construct  a  new  delivery 
point  for  interruptible  transportation 
service  to  Natural  at  its  hot  tap  assembly 
located  at  S.V.  869A-101,  in  Metcalfe 
County,  Kentucky.  The  estimated  costs 
of  this  interconnection  is  approximately 
$1,000  which  costs  will  be  reimbursed 
to  Tennessee  by  Natural.  There  wrill  be 
no  change  in  the  daily  or  annual 
quantities  of  gas  now  authorized  for 
delivery  to  Natural. 


27273 


Federal  Register  !  Vol.  59,  No.  101  /  Thursday,  May  26,  1994  /  Notices 


Any  person  or  the  Commission’s  staff 
may,  within  45  days  after  issuance  of 
the  instant  notice  by  the  Commission, 
file  pursuant  to  Rule  214  of  the 
Commission’s  Procedural  Rules  (18  CFR 
385.214)  a  motion  to  intervene  or  notice 
of  intervention  and  pursuant  to 
§  157.205  of  the  Regulations  imder  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.205)  a 
protest  to  the  request.  If  no  protest  is 
filed  within  the  time  allowed  therefore, 
the  proposed  activity  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  authorized  effective  the  day  after  the 
time  allowed  for  filing  a  protest.  If  a 
protest  is  filed  and  not  withdrawn 
withinSO  days  after  the  time  allowed  for 
filing  a  protest,  the  instant  request  shall 
be  treated  as  an  application  for 
authorization  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12838  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  3717-01-M 


(Docket  No.  CP94-181-000] 

Williams  Natural  Gas  Co.;  Technical 
Conference 

May  20, 1994. 

Take  notice  that  a  technical 
conference  will  he  convened  in  this 
proceeding  on  June  20, 1994,  at  10  a.m., 
at  the  offices  of  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  810  First 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  DC  20426.  The 
purpose  of  this  conference  is  to  afford 
Williams  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Williams)  and  interested  parties  an 
opportunity  to  discuss  matters  relating 
to  Williams’  application  to  abandon 
approximately  73  miles  of  12-inch  and 
20-inch  pipeline  located  in  Barber, 
Harper,  Sumner  and  Sedgwick  Counties, 
Kansas  and  Alfalfa  County,  Oklahoma. 

All  interested  parties  are  invited  to 
attend.  However,  attendance  at  the 
conference  will  not  confer  party  status. 
For  additional  information  please 
contact  Gerald  M.  Briscqe  at  (202)  208- 
1049. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12839  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  6717-01-M 


Williams  Natural  Gas  Co.;  Request 
Under  Blanket  Authorization 

May  20, 1994. 

'Take  notice  that  on  May  18, 1994, 
Williams  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Williams),  P.O,  Box  3288,  Tulsa, 
Oklahoma  74101,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP94-554-000  a  request  pursuant  to 
§§  157.205, 157.208,  and  257.216  of  the 


Commission’s  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.205, 

157.208  and  157.216)  for  authorization 
to  replace  approximately  9  miles  of  4- 
inch  lateral  pipeline  and  appurtenant 
facilities  with  6 -inch  pipeline  located  in 
Brown  County,  Kansas,  under  its 
blanket  certificate  issued  in  Docket  No. 
CP82-479-000,  pursuant  to  sections 
7(b)  and  (c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  request 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Williams  indicates  that  the  existing  4- 
inch  facilities  were  originally 
constructed  in  1929  to  serve  the  Cities 
of  Sabetha,  Fairview,  and  Morrill, 

Kansas.  Williams  also  states  that, 
although  the  4-inch  facility  is  sufficient 
to  serve  the  three  cities,  there  has  been 
_  enough  population  growth  in  Sabetha 
over  the  years  to  cause  an  excessive 
pressure  drop  during  peak  demands.  It 
is  alleged  that  replacing  the  4-inch 
pipeline  with  6-inch  pipeline  would 
alleviate  the  pressure  drop  and  assure 
adequate  peak  day  deliveries  for  all 
three  communities. 

Williams  indicates  that  it  proposes  to 
abandon  the  4-inch  pipeline  in  place 
with  the  exception  of  creek  crossings 
where  the  pipeline  is  exposed  and 
where  landowners  request  removal. 
Williams  estimates  the  cost  of  the 
project  at  approximately  $1,011,690, 
which  would  be  paid  ft-om  available 
funds.  Williams  states  that  the  total 
volume  delivered  after  installation  of 
the  new  facilities  is  not  expected  to 
exceed  the  total  volumes  authorized 
prior  to  this  request. 

Williams  states  that  it  has  included 
with  its  request  a  letter  indicating  that 
Kansas  Power  and  Light,  the  local 
distributor  for  the  three  towns,  is  aware 
of  the  planned  pipeline  replacement. 
Williams  also  indicates  that  it  included 
with  its  request  letters  acknowledging 
that  eight  of  the  ten  residential 
customers  served  off  the  existing  line 
are  also  aware  of  the  pipeline 
replacement.  Williams  also  states  that  it 
anticipates  that  it  would  soon  receive 
signed  letters  from  the  other  two 
domestic  customers  and  that  it  would 
file  those  letters  with  the  Commission. 

Any  person  or  the  Commission’s  staff 
may,  within  45  days  after  issuance  of 
the  instant  notice  by  the  Commission, 
file  pursuant  to  Rule  214  of  the 
Commission’s  Procedural  Rules  (18  CFR 
385.214)  a  motion  to  intervene  or  notice 
of  intervention  and  pursuant  to 
§  157.205  of  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.205)  a 
protest  to  the  request.  If  no  protest  is 
filed  within  the  time  allowed  therefor, 
the  proposed  activity  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  authorized  effective  the  day  after  the 


time  allowed  for  filing  a  protest  If  a 
protest  is  filed  and  not  writhdrawm 
within  30  days  after  the  time  allowed 
for  filing  a  protest,  the  instant  request 
shall  be  treated  as  an  application  for 
authorization  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12840  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  6717-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

FRL-4888-4] 

Proposed  Administrative  Settlement 
Under  122(h)(1),  Forge  Road  Industrial 
Park  Site,  Canon  City,  Fremont  County, 
CO 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed 
Administrative  Settlement:  request  for 
public  comment. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  wdth  section 
122(i)  of  the  Comprehensive 
Environmental  Response, 

Compensation,  and  Liability  Act,  42 
U.S.C.  9622(i),  as  amended  by  the 
Superfund  Amendments  and 
Reauthorization  Act  (“CERCLA”),  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  a  proposed 
administrative  settlement  concerning 
Forge  Road  Industrial  Park  Site  in 
Canon  City,  Fremont  County,  Colorado. 
The  proposed  administrative  settlement 
resolves  an  EPA  claim  under  section 
107  of  CERCLA,  42  U.S.C.  9607,  against 
William  L.  Mobeck.  The  settlement 
requires  the  settling  party  to  pay 
$32,000.00  to  the  Hazardous  Substances 
Superfund. 

For  thirty  (30)  days  following  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  the  Agency 
wrill  receive  written  comments  relating 
to  the  settlement.  The  Agency’s 
response  to  any  comments  received  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  at 
EPA  Region  VIII’s  Superfund  Records 
Center,  which  is  located  on  the  8th  floor 
of  the  North  Tower,  at  999  18th  Street, 
Denver,  Colorado. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  submitted  on 
or  before  June  27, 1994. 

ADDRESSES:  An  original  and  two  copies 
of  comments  must  be  sent  to  James  R. 
Rhodes,  Enforcement  Specialist,  Forge 
Road  Industrial  Park  Site  Team,  EPA 
Region  VIII,  999  18th  Street,  Suite  500, 
Denver,  Colorado,  80202-2405. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Wendy  Silver,  Office  of  Regional 
Counsel.  (303)  294-7568. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  EPA 
alleges  that  William  L  Mobeck  is  a 
responsible  party  pursuant  to  section 
107(a)  of  CERCLA,  42  U.S.C.  9607(a). 
and  is  jointly  and  severally  liable  for 
response  costs  incurred  at  or  in 
connection  with  the  Site. 

By  the  terms  of  the  proposed 
settlement,  William  L.  Mobeck  will  pay 
$32,000.00  to  the  Hazardous  Substance 
Superfund  within  nineteen  (19)  months 
of  the  effective  date  of  this  Agreement. 
In  return,  EPA  agrees  that  William  L. 
Mobeck  shall  have  resolved  any  and  all 
civil  liability  to  EPA  imder  section 
107(a)  42  U.S.C.  9607(a),  for 
reimbursement  of  response  costs 
incurred  at  or  in  connection  with  the 
Site  up  through  the  date  upon  which 
EPA  signs  this  Agreement. 

Jack  W.  McGraw, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12904  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BltUNQ  COO€  6660-60-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Horizon  Bancorp;  Notice  of  Appiication 
to  Engage  de  novo  in  Permissible 
Nonbanking  Activities 

The  company  listed  in  this  notice  has 
filed  an  application  under  §  225.23(a)(1) 
of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12  CFR 
225.23(a)(1))  for  &e  Board’s  approval 
under  section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.21(a)  of  Regulation 
Y  (12  Cin  225.21(a))  to  commence  or  to 
engage  de  novo,  either  directly  or 
through  a  subsidiary,  in  a  nonbanking 
activity  that  is  listed  in  §  225.25  of 
Regulation  Y  as  closely  related  to 
banking  and  permissible  for  bank 
holding  companies.  Unless  otherwise 
noted,  such  activities  will  be  conducted 
throughout  the  United  States. 

The  application  is  available  for 
immediate  inspection  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  indicated.  Once  the 
application  has  been  accepted  for 
processing,  it  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  at  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors.  Interested  persons  may 
express  their  views  in  writing  on  the 
question  whether  consummation  of  the 
proposal  can  “reasonably  be  expected  to 
produce  benefits  to  the  public,  such  as 
greater  convenience,  increased 
competition,  or  gains  in  efficiency,  that 
outweigh  possible  adverse  effects,  such 
as  undue  concentration  of  resources, 
decreased  or  unfair  competition, 
conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices.’’  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  must  be 
accompanied  by  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  a  written  presentation  would 


not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

Comments  regaraing  the  application 
must  be  receiv^  at  the  Reserve  Bank 
indicated  or  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors  not  later  than  Jime  15, 1994. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago 
(James  A.  Bluemle,  Vice  President)  230 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago.  Illinois 
60690: 

1.  Horizon  Bancorp,  Michigan  City, 
Indiana;  to  engage  de  novo  in  making 
and  servicing  loans  pursuant  to  § 
225.25(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y. 
These  activities  vnll  be  conducted  in 
Michigan  City,  Indiana. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  May  20, 1994. 

William  W.  Wiles, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12850  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  621(M>1-F 


Horizon  Bancorp  Employee  Stock 
Ownership  Plan,  et  al.;  Formations  of; 
Acquisitions  by;  and  Mergers  of  Bank 
Holding  Companies 

The  companies  listed  in  this  notice 
have  appli^  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842)  and  § 
225.14  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12 
CFR  225.14)  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  or  to  acquire  a  bank  or  bank 
holding  company.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  applications 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Each  application  is  avedlable  for 
immediate  inspection  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  indicated.  Once  the 
application  has  been  accepted  for 
processing,  it  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  at  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors.  Interested  persons  may 
express  their  views  in  writing  to  the 
Reserve  Bank  or  to  the  offices  of  the 
Board  of  Governors.  Any  comment  on 
an  application  that  requests  a  hearing 
must  include  a  statement  of  why  a 
written  presentation  would  not  suffice 
in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Unless  otherwise  noted,  comments 
regarding  each  of  these  applications 
must  be  received  not  later  than  June  20, 
1994. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago 
(James  A.  Bluemle,  Vice  President)  230 


South  LaSalle  Str^t,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60690; 

1.  Horizon  Bancorp  Employee  Stock 
Ownership  Plan,  Michigan  City, 

Indiana;  to  acquire  an  additional  18.99 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Horizon 
Bancorp,  Michigan  City,  Indiana,  for  a 
total  of  35.3  percent,  and  thereby 
indirectly  acquire  First  Qtizens  Bank. 
N.A..  Michigan  City,  Indiana. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City  (Stephen  E.  McBride,  Assistant 
Vice  President)  925  Grand  Avenue, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  64198: 

1.  Aspen  Valley  Bancshares,  Inc., 
Aspen,  Colorado;  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  100 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Aspen 
Valley  Bank.  N.A.,  Aspen,  Colorado. 

2.  Colt  Investments,  Inc.,  Leawood, 
Kansas;  to  acquire  31.9  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Flint  Hills  Financial 
Services  Corporation,  Americus,  Kansas, 
and  thereby  indirectly  acquire  Americus 
State  Bank,  Americus,  Kansas. 

C.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco  (Keimeth  R.  Binning, 

Director,  Bank  Holding  Company)  101 
Market  Street,  San  Francisco,  California 
94105: 

1.  Union  International  Financial, 
South  Pasadena,  Cafifomia;  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  100 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Pacific 
Business  Bank,  Carson,  California. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  May  20, 1994. 

William  W.  Wiles, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12851  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BiLUNO  CODE  e210-01-F 


Swiss  Bank  Corporation;  Application 
to  Engage  in  Certain  Nonbanking 
Activities;  Correction 

This  notice  corrects  a  notice  (FR  Doc. 
94-3974)  published  on  page  8624  of  the 
issue  for  Wednesday,  February  23, 1994. 
The  entry  for  Swiss  Bank  Corporation  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Swiss  Bank  Corporation,  Basel, 
Switzerland  (Applicant),  has  applied 
pursuant  to  section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8))  (BHC  Act)  and  section 
225.23  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12 
CFR  225.23),  through  its  wholly  owned 
subsidiary,  SBC  Government  Securities, 
Inc.,  New  York,  New  York  (Company), 
to  acquire  substantially  all  the  assets 
and  certain  of  the  liabilities  of  O’Connor 
&  Associates,  Chicago,  Illinois  (OCA), 
and  to  engage  in  the  following 
nonbanking  activities;^ 


•  Applicant’s  proposal  involves,  inter  alia,  the 
consolidation  into  Company  of  certain  activities 
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1.  Underwriting  and  dealing  in,  to  a 
limited  extent,  all  types  of  debt  and 
equity  securities  (other  than  securities 
issued  by  open-end  investment 
companies),  including  sovereign  debt 
securities,  municipal  revenue  bonds, 
mortgage-related  securities,  consumer 
receivable-related  securities, 
commercial  paper,  corporate  debt 
securities,  convertible  debt  securities, 
debt  securities  issued  by  a  trust  or  other 
vehicle  secured  by  or  representing 
interests  in  debt  obligations,  preferred 
stock,  common  stock,  American 
Depositary  Receipts,  other  direct  and 
indirect  equity  ownership  interests  in 
corporations  and  other  entities,  and 
options  on  debt  and  equity  securities;^ 

2.  Providing  discount  brokerage 
services,  engaging  in  related  securities 
credit  activities,  and  conducting 
activities  incidental  thereto  such  as 
offering  custodial  services,  individual 
retirement  accounts,  and  cash 
management  services,  pursuant  to  § 
225.25(b){15){i)  of  Regulation  Y; 

3.  Providing  full-service  brokerage 
services,  i.e.,  the  discount  brokerage 
activities  specified  in  paragraph  2, 
above,  in  combination  with  investment 
advisory  services  permissible  under  § 
225.25(b)(4)  of  Regulation  Y,  pursuant 
to  §  225.25(b)(15)(ii)  of  Regulation  Y; 


currently  conducted  by  (3CA  and  two  of  Applicant’s 
wholly  owned  subsidiaries.  SBC  Derivatives.  Inc.. 
Chicago.  Illinois  (SBC  Derivatives),  and  SBCI  Swiss 
Bank-Corporation  Investment  Banking  Inc..  New 
York.  New  York  (SBa).  In  connection  with,  and 
substantially  contemporaneously  with,  this 
transaction.  OC.A  proposes  to  acquire  certain  assets 
and  liabilities  of  K  K  &  Company.  New  York.  New 
York  (KK).  Company,  a  primary  dealer  in 
government  securities,  currently  engages  in  (i) 
underwriting  and  dealing  in  obligations  of  the 
United  States  and  other  obligations  that  state 
member  banks  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  are 
authorized  to  underwrite  and  deal  in.  pursuant  to 
§  225.25(b)(16)  of  Regulation  Y.  and  (ii)  trading  in 
futures,  options,  and  options  on  futures  with 
respect  to  certain  bank^eligible  securities  and 
money  market  instruments.  See  Swiss  Bank 
Corporation,  77  Federal  Reserve  Bulletin  759 
(1991).  OCA  engages  in  trading,  for  its  own  account, 
debt  and  equity  securities,  options  on  debt  and 
equity  securities,  and  options  on  stock,  bond,  and 
commodity  indexes.  SBC  Derivatives  currently 
engages  in  foreign  exchange  options  trading  for  its 
own  account.  S^  Swiss  Bank  Corporation,  77 
Federal  Reserve  Bulletin  126  (1990).  SBC!  currently 
engages  in  various  nonbanking  activities,  including 
underwriting  and  dealing  in  corporate  debt  and 
equity  securities.  KK  currently  engages  in  executing 
securities  transactions  for  third  party  customers. 

The  activities  of  Company  and  SBC  Derivatives 
are  conducted  pursuant  to  section  4(c)(8)  of  the 
BHC  Act.  Applicant  controls  SBCI  pursuant  to  the 
grandfather  provisions  of  section  8(c)  of  the 
International  Banking  Act  of  1978  (12  U.S.C. 
3106(c)).  SBCI  would  cease  to  exist  upon 
consummation  of  this  proposal,  and  Applicant’s 
grandfather  rights  relating  to  SBCI  would  thereby 
terminate. 

*  Applicant  also  proposes  that  Company  engage 
in  certain  activities  which  Applicant  maintains  arc 
incidental  to  these  proposed  underwriting  and 
dealing  activities,  including  engaging  in  bonds 
borrowed  and  other  securities  lending  transactions. 


4.  Acting  as  agent  in  the  private 
placement  of  all  types  of  securities, 
including  providing  related  advisory’ 
services; 

5.  Purchasing  and  selling  all  types  of 
securities  as  a  "riskless  principal”  on 
the  order  of  customers; 

6.  Providing  various  types  of 
investment  and  financial  advisory 
services,  including  providing  financial 
and  transaction  advice  regarding  the 
structuring  and  arranging  of  swaps  and 
similar  transactions  (including  swap 
derivative  products)  relating  to  interest 
rates,  currency  rates,  and  economic  and 
financial  indexes,  and  similar 
transactions,  pursuant  to  §  225.25(b)(4) 
of  Regulation  Y; 

7.  Trading  for  its  own  account  in 
futures,  options,  and  options  on  futures 
with  respect  to  certificates  of  deposit 
and  other  money  market  instruments 
eUgible  for  investment  by  national 
banks; 

8.  Trading  for  its  own  account  in 
futures,  options,  and  options  on  futures 
with  respect  to  commodity  prices  and 
stock,  bond,  and  commodity  indexes;^ 

9.  Engaging  in  the  following  activities 
with  respect  to  swaps  and  swap 
derivative  products:** 

(A)  Intermediating  in  the  international 
swap  markets  by  acting  as  originator 
and  principal  for  interest  rate  swap  and 
currency  swap  transactions; 

(B)  Acting  as  originator  and  principal 
with  respect  to  swap  derivative 
products  relating  to  interest  rate  swap 
and  currency  swap  transactions: 

(C)  Acting  as  agent  or  broker  with 
respect  to  interest  rate  swap  and 
currency  swap  transactions  and  swap 
derivative  products  relating  thereto; 

(D)  Intermediating  in  the  international 
swap  markets  by  acting  as  originator 
and  principal  for  commodity  r«rico  swap 
transactions  and  swap  tran;;ai..tions 
linked  to  stork  and/or  bond  indexes  or 
to  a  hybrid  of  interest  rates  and  such 
indexes: 

(E)  Acting  as  originator  and  principal 
with  respect  to  swap  derivative 
products  relating  to  the  swap 
transactions  described  in  subparagraph 
(D),  above;  and 

(F)  Acting  as  agent  or  broker  with 
respect  to  the  swap  transactions  and 
sw'ap  derivative  products  described  in 
subparagraphs  (D)  and  (E),  above. 


’  The  specific  contracts  to  be  traded  by  Company 
for  its  own  account  in  conducting  the  activities 
described  in  paragraphs  7  and  8  are  listed  either  (i) 
in  SR  Letter  No.  93-27  (FIS)  (May  21. 1993).  or  (ii) 
in  Appendix  A  attached  hereto.  Applicant  also 
expects  that  Company  will  engage,  in  the  over-the- 
counter  market,  in  options  transactions  based  on 
the  underlying  prices,  indexes,  and  instruments  for 
the  contracts  referred  to  in  the  preceding  sentence. 

<  For  this  purpose,  the  term  "swap  derivative 
products”  means  caps,  floors,  collars,  and  options 
on  swaps,  caps,  floors,  and  collars. 


10.  Acting  as  a  futures  commission 
merchant  (FCM)  for  nonaffiliated 
persons  in  the  execution  and  clearance 
on  major  commodity  exchanges  of 
futures  contracts  and  options  on  futures 
contracts  based  on  bullion,  foreign 
exchange,  government  securities, 
certificates  of  deposit  and  other  money 
market  instruments  that  a  bank  may  buy 
or  sell  in  the  cash  market  for  its  own 
account,  pursuant  to  §  225.25(b)(18)  of 
Regulation  Y;® 

11.  Providing  investment  advice  witli 
respect  to  the  purchase  and  sale  of 
futures  contracts  and  options  on  futures 
contracts  described  in  paragraph  10, 
above,  pursuant  to  §  225.25(b)(19)  of 
Regulation  Y; 

12.  Acting  as  a  FCM  for  nonaffiliated 
persons  in  the  execution  and  clearance 
on  major  commodity  exchanges  of 
futures  contracts  and  options  on  futures 
contracts  based  on  commodity  prices, 
bonds,  and  stock  and  bond  indexes;® 

13.  Providing  investment  advice  with 
respect  to  the  purchase  and  sale  of 
futures  contracts  and  options  on  futures 
contracts  described  in  paragraph  12, 
above: 

14.  Trading  for  its  own  account  in 
gold  and  silver  bullion,  bars,  rounds, 
and  coins: 

15.  Trading  for  its  own  account  in 
platinum  coin  and  bullion: 

16.  Trading  for  its  own  account  in 
foreign  exchange  spot,  forward,  futures, 
options,  and  options  on  futures 
transactions; 

17.  Making,  acquiring,  or  stirvicing 
loans  or  other  extensions  of  credit  for  its 
own  account  or  for  the  account  of  third 
parties,  pursuant  to  §  225.25(b)(1)  of 
Regulation  Y;  and 

18.  Providing  financial  and 
transaction  advice  regarding  the 
structuring  and  arranging  of  swaps  and 
similar  transactions  (including  swap 
derivative  products)  relating  to 
commodity  prices  and  commodity  price 
indexes. 

Applicant  seeks  approval  to  conduct 
the  proposed  activities  throughout  the 
United  States,  and  plans  to  conduct  the 
activities  on  a  worldwide  basis. 


*  Applicant  has  proposed  that  both  Company  and 
SBC  Derivatives  engage  in  the  activities  listed  in 
paragraphs  10  through  13.  Applicant  has  stated  that 
SBC  Derivatives  may  execute  trades  that  will  be 
given-up  at  a  customer’s  request  to  an  unaffiliated 
FCM  for  clearance,  and  that  SBC  Derivatives  may 
also  engage  in  clearing-only  activities.  Company 
may  conduct  the  proposed  FCM  activities  through 
omnibus  customer  trading  accounts. 

The  specific  contracts  with  resf)ect  to  which 
Company  and  SBC  Derivatives  will  conduct  the 
activities  described  in  paragraphs  12  and  13  are 
listed  either  (i)  in  SR  Letter  No.  93-27  (FIS)  (May 
21. 1993).  or  (ii)  in  Appendix  A  attached  hereto. 


27276 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  59,  No.  101  /  Thursday,  May  26,  1994  /  Notices 


Closely  Related  to  Banking  Standard 

Section  4(c)(8)  of  the  BHC  Act 
provides  that  a  bank  holding  company 
may,  with  Board  approval,  engage  in 
any  activity  “which  the  Board  after  due 
notice  and  opportimity  for  hearing  has 
determined  (by  order  or  regulation)  to 
be  so  closely  related  to  baling  or 
managing  or  controlling  banks  as  to  be 
a  proper  incident  thereto.”  In 
determining  whether  a  proposed 
activity  is  closely  related  to  banking  for 
purposes  of  the  BHC  Act,  the  Board 
considers,  inter  alia,  the  matters  set 
forth  in  National  Courier  Association  v. 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  516  F.2d  1229  (D.C.  Cir. 
1975).  These  considerations  are 

(1)  Whether  banks  generally  have  in 
fact  provided  the  proposed  services; 

(2)  Whether  banks  generally  provide 
services  that  are  operationally  or 
functionally  so  similar  to  the  prop>osed 
services  as  to  equip  them  particularly 
well  to  provide  the  proposed  services: 
and 

(3)  Whether  banks  generally  provide 
services  that  are  so  integrally  related  to 
the  proposed  services  as  to  require  their 
provision  in  a  specialized  form.  See  516 
F.2d  at  1237.  In  addition,  the  Board  may 
consider  any  other  basis  that  may 
demonstrate  that  the  activity  has  a 
reasonable  or  close  relationship  to 
banking  or  managing  or  controlling 
banks.  Board  Statement  Regarding 
Regulation  Y,  49  FR  806  (1984). 

With  respect  to  the  proposal  for 
Company  to  provide  financial  and 
transaction  advice  regarding  the 
structuring  and  arranging  of  swaps  and 
similar  transactions  (including  swap 
derivative  products)  relating  to 
commodity  prices  and  commodity  price 
indexes.  Applicant  mainteuns  that  ^e 
provision  of  such  advice  is  functionally 
equivalent  to  the  provision  of  advice 
with  respect  to  swaps  emd  similar 
transactions  based  upon  interest  rates, 
currency  exchange  rates,  and  economic 
and  financial  indices,  an  activity  which 
the  Board  has  determined  to  be  closely 
related  to  banking.  See  12  CFR 
225.25(b)(4)(vi)(A)(2). 

Proper  Incident  to  Banking  Standard 

In  order  to  approve  the  proposal,  the 
Board  must  determine  that  the  proposed 
activities  to  be  conducted  by  Company 
“can  reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of 
interests,  or  unsound  banking 
practices.”  12  U.S.C  1843(c)(8). 


Applicant  believes  that  the  proposal 
will  produce  public  benefits  that 
outweigh  any  potential  adverse  effects. 

In  particular.  Applicant  maintains  that 
the  proposal  will  enhance  competition 
and  enable  Company  to  ofier  its 
customers  a  broader  range  of  products. 

In  addition.  Applicant  states  that  the 
proposed  activities  will  not  result  in 
adverse  effects  such  as  an  imdue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices. 

In  publishing  the  proposal  for 
comment,  the  Board  does  not  take  a 
position  on  issues  raised  by  the 
proposal.  Notice  of  the  proposal  is 
published  solely  in  order  to  seek  the 
views  of  interested  persons  on  the 
issues  presented  by  the  application,  and 
does  not  represent  a  determination  by 
the  Board  that  the  proposal  meets  or  is 
likely  to  meet  the  standards  of  the  BHC 
Act. 

Any  comments  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  William  W.  Wiles, 

Secretary,  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  Washington, 
D.C.  20551,  not  later  than  Jime  10, 1994. 
Any  request  for  a  hearing  on  this 
application  must,  as  required  by  § 
262.3(e)  of  the  Board’s  Rules  of 
Procedure  (12  CFR  262.3(e)),  be 
accompanied  by  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal.  This 
application  may  be  inspected  at  the 
offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  May  20, 1994. 

William  W.  Wiles, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

Appendix  A 

Chicago  Mercantile  Exchange 

Standard  &  Poor’s  Midcap  400  Index  Futures, 

and  options  thereon 

Commodity  Exchange.  Inc. 

Eurotop  100  Index  Futures,  and  options 
thereon 

Mercado  de  Futuros  Financieros,  S.A. 

Mibor  90  Futures,  and  options  thereon 
Montreal  Stock  Exchange 

One-Month  Bankers  Acceptance  Futures 
Three-Month  Bankers  Acceptance  Futures 

London  International  Financial  Futures 
Exchange 

Eurolira  Futures 


Italian  Government  Bond  Futures,  and 
options  thereon 

New  York  Mercantile  Exchange 

Light  Sweet  Crude  Oil  Futures,  and  options 

thereon 

New  York  Harbor  Unleaded  Gasoline 
Futures,  and  options  thereon 
Heating  Oil  Futures,  and  options  thereon 
Natural  Gas  Futvires,  and  options  thereon 

[FR  Doc  94-12852  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  6210^-f 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Centers  for  Disease  Control  and 
Prevention 

Femaid  Dosinietry  Reconstruction 
Project:  Former  Feed  Materials 
Production  Center  Workshop- 
Progress  Report  on  Radiation  Dose 
Calculations 

The  National  Center  for 
Environmental  Health  (NCEH),  Centers 
for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention 
(CDC),  aimoimces  the  following 
meeting. 

Name;  Former  Feed  Materials  Production 
Center  Workshop— Progress  Report  on 
Radiation  Dose  Calculations. 

Time  and  Date:  7  p.m.~9  p.m.,  Wednesday, 
June  1, 1994. 

Place:  Sheraton  Springdale  Hotel,  11911 
Sheraton  Lane,  Springdale,  Ohio  45246. 

Status;  Open  to  the  public  for  observation 
and  comment,  limited  only  by  space 
available.  The  meeting  room  will 
accommodate  approximately  100  people. 

Purpose:  The  purpose  of  the  workshop  is 
to  discuss  the  progress  made  in  finalizing  the 
radiation  doses  to  residents  from  past 
operations  at  the  former  Feed  Materials 
Production  Center.  The  final  doses  are  not 
yet  completed;  however,  the  meeting  will 
describe  changes  in  the  models  and  how  the 
model  predictions  compare  with 
environmental  measurements. 

Agenda  items  are  subject  to  change  as 
priorities  dictate. 

Contact  Person  for  More  Information: 

Owen  Devine,  Radiation  Studies  Branch, 
Division  of  Environmental  Hazards  and 
Health  Effects,  NCEH,  CDC,  4770  Buford 
Highway,  NE.,  (P-35),  Atlanta,  Georgia, 
30341-3724,  telephone  404/488-7040. 
William  H.  Gimson, 

Acting  Associate  Director  for  Policy 
Coordination.  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and 
Prevention  (CDC). 

[FR  Doc  94-12845  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am] 
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[CD04561 

Announcement  of  Cooperative 
Agreement  to  the  Massachusetts 
Department  of  Public  Health 

summary:  The  Centers  for  Disease 
Control  and  Prevention  (CDC) 
announces  the  availability  of  fiscal  year 
(FY)  1994  funds  to  provide  assistance  to 
the  Massachusetts  Department  of  Public 
Health  (MDPH),  to  conduct  active  rabies 
surveillance  in  the  vicinity  of  Cape  Cod, 
to  assess  the  efficacy  of  an  oral 
vaccination  program  against  wildlife 
rabies,  to  ascertain  the  veterinary  and 
human  pubhc  health  consequences  that 
result,  and  to  determine  whether  the 
program  is  cost  beneficial. 
Approximately  $50,300  is  available  in 
FY  1994  to  fund  this  awtird.  It  is 
expected  that  the  award  will  begin  on  or 
about  July  8, 1994,  and  will  be  made  for 
a  12-month  budget  period  within  a 
project  period  of  up  to  3  years.  Funding 
estimates  may  vary  and  are  subject  to 
change.  A  continuation  award  within 
the  project  period  will  be  made  on  the 
basis  of  satisfactory  progress  and 
availability  of  funds. 

The  purpose  of  this  cooperative 
agreement  is  to  provide  assistance  to  the 
MDPH  to: 

(1)  Conduct  active  rabies  surveillance 
in  the  vicinity  of  Cape  Cod; 

(2)  Evaluate  the  efficacy  of  an  oral 
wildlife  rabies  vaccine  in  Cape  Cod; 

(3)  Ascertain  the  epidemiologic 
determinants  and  public  health 
consequences  of  the  study;  and 

(4)  Determine  whether  the  cost  of  the 
program  is  beneficial  towards  rabies 
control  in  a  region  of  high  density  of 
humans  and  companion  animals. 

The  CDC  will  provide  consultation 
and  technical  assistance  in  planning, 
conducting  and  evaluating  Ae  studies  to 
achieve  program  goals;  provide 
serological  and  other  appropriate 
laboratory  assays  to  determine  rabies 
status;  and  collaborate  with  MDPH  in 
applying  the  results  of  these  studies  to 
other  appropriate  venues. 

The  Public  Health  Service  (PHS)  is 
committed  to  achieving  the  health 
promotion  and  disease  prevention 
objectives  of  "Healthy  People  2000,”  a 
PHS-led  national  activity  to  reduce 
morbidity  and  mortality  and  improve 
the  quality  of  life.  This  announcement 
is  related  to  the  priority  area  of 
Immunization  and  Infectious  Diseases. 
(For  ordering  a  copy  of  “Healthy  People 
2000,”  see  the  section  "Where  To 
Obtain  Additional  Information.”) 

Authority 

This  program  is  authorized  under 
section{s)  301  [42  U.S.C.  241)  317(k)(l), 


and  317(k)(3)  [42  U.S.C.  24?b{k)(l),  and 
247b(k)(3))  of  the  Public  Health  Service 
Act,  as  amended.  Applicable  program 
regulations  are  found  in  42  CFR  part 
51b,  Project  Grants  for  Preventive 
Health  Services  and  42  CFR  part  52, 
Grants  for  Research  Projects. 

Smoke-Free  Workplace 

The  Public  Health  Service  strongly 
encourages  all  grant  recipients  to 
provide  a  smoke- free  workplace  and 
promote  the  non-use  of  all  tobacco 
products.  This  is  consistent  with  the 
PHS  mission  to  protect  and  advance  the 
physical  and  mental  health  of  the 
American  people. 

Eligible  Applicant 

Assistance  will  be  provided  only  to 
MDPH.  No  other  applications  are 
solicited.  The  program  announcement 
and  application  kit  have  been  sent  to 
MDPH.  The  MDPH  is  located  in  Boston, 
Massachusetts.  Issues  surroimding  the 
surveillance,  diagnosis  and  reporting  of 
rabies  throughout  the  State  fall  imder 
the  MDPH  authority.  The  department 
promotes  cooperative  efforts  among  the 
local  town  and  county  health 
departments  of  this  State,  shares 
knowledge  on  important  public  health 
issues  and  is  a  central  resource  for  the 
development  and  distribution  of 
educational  material  for  both 
professional  and  technical  development. 

During  1993,  the  MDPH  supported  a 
plan  to  promote  the  use  of  oral  rabies 
vaccine  among  wildlife  in  the  vicinity  of 
Cape  Cod.  The  MDPH  has  developed 
appropriate  educational  materials, 
diagnostic  criteria,  methods  for 
determining  epidemiologic  factors 
which  might  be  associated  with  rabies 
exposure  and  its  consequent  control 
throughout  the  State.  In  addition  to 
existing  baseline  data  concerning  rabies 
prevalence  and  already-developed 
educational  vaccination  campaign 
materials,  the  MDPH  has  other 
characteristics  which  are  essential  to  the 
study  including:  The  authority  to 
promote  active  rabies  surveillance  and 
diagnosis  in  the  region  of  study;  ready 
access  to  major  colleges  and  universities 
and  important  cooperators  such  as 
wildlife  rehabilitators  in  the  vicinity  of 
Cape  Cod;  for  promotional  and 
collaborative  activities  access  to 
community  Cape  Cod  health  centers 
which  have  the  facilities  necessary  to 
gather  and  quantify  the  needed 
statistics;  and  a  system  developed  for 
veterinary  and  public  health  tracking  of 
exposed  animals  and  humans.  No  other 
such  oral  wildlife  rabies  program  having 
the  geographical  advemtage  offered  by 
Cape  C^  has  been  initiated  in  the 
United  States.  Thus,  the  MDPH  is 


uniquely  qualified  and  the  only  eligible 
applicant  for  this  study. 

Executive  Order  12372  Review 

The  application  is  subject  to 
Intergovernmental  Review  of  Federal 
Programs  as  governed  by  Executive 
Order  (E.O.)  12372.  E.0. 12372  sets  up 
a  system  for  State  and  local  government 
review  of  proposed  Federal  assistance 
applications.  The  appliceint  should 
contact  their  State  Single  Point  of 
Contact  (SPOC)  as  early  as  possible  to 
alert  them  to  the  prospective  application 
and  receive  any  necessary  instructions 
on  the  State  process.  Information  on  the 
Massachusetts  SPOC  is  included  in  the 
application  kit.  If  the  SPOC  has  any 
State  process  recommendations  on 
applications  submitted  to  CDC,  they 
should  forward  them  to  Edwin  L.  Ehxon, 
Grants  Management  Officer,  Grants 
Management  Branch,  Procurement  and 
Grants  Office,  Centers  for  Disease 
Control  and  Prevention  (CDC),  255  East 
Paces  Ferry  Road,  NE.,  Mailstop  E-18, 
room  314,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30305.  (The 
receipt  date  for  SPOC  comments  will  be 
60  days  after  the  application  deadline 
date.)  The  granting  agency  does  not 
guarantee  to  "accommodate  or  explain” 
for  State  process  recommendations  it 
receives  after  that  date. 

Public  Health  System  Reporting 
Requirements 

This  program  is  not  subject  to  the 
Public  Health  System  Reporting 
Requirements. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number 

The  Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic 
Assistance  Number  is  93.283. 

Where  To  Obtain  Additional 
Information 

If  you  are  interested  in  obtaining 
additional  information  regarding  this 
project,  please  refer  to  announcement 
number  456  and  contact  Leah  D. 
Simpson,  Grants  Management 
Specialist,  Grants  Management  Branch, 
Procurement  and  Grants  Office,  Centers 
for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention 
(CDC),  255  East  Paces  Ferry  Road,  NE., 
room  314,  Mailstop  E-18,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30305,  (404)  842-6803.  A  copy 
of  “Healthy  People  2000”  (Full  Report, 
Stock  No.  017-001-00474-0)  or 
“Healthy  People  2000”  (Summary 
Report,  Stock  No.  017-001-00473-1) 
referenced  in  the  Summary  may  be 
obtained  through  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  Government  Printing 
Office,  Washington,  DC  20402-9325, 
telephone  (202)  783-3238. 
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Dated;  May  20, 1994. 

Ladene  H.  Newton, 

Acting  Associate  Director  for  Management 
and  Operations,  Centers  for  Disease  Control 
and  Prevention  (CDC). 

(FR  Doc.  94-12843  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  ami 

BILUNG  CODE  4te3-ia-P 

[Announcement  Number  475] 

State-Based  Capacity  Building 
Projects  for  the  Prevention  of  Primary 
Disabilities  and  Secondary  Conditions 

Introduction 

The  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and 
Prevention  (CDC)  announces  the 
availability  of  fiscal  year  (FY)  1994 
funds  for  cooperative  agreements  for 
state-based  capacity  building  projects  to 
prevent  primary  disabilities  and 
secondary  conditions.  Financial 
assistance  is  being  provided  to  develop 
or  expand  capacity  of  States  to  prevent 
disabilities  through  public  health 
leadership,  coordination  of  services, 
public  health  surveillance,  technical 
assistance,  and  implementation  and 
evaluation  of  community  intervention 
programs. 

The  Public  Health  Service  (PHS)  is 
committed  to  achieving  the  health 
promotion  and  disease  prevention 
objectives  of  “Healthy  People  2000,”  a 
PHS-led  national  activity  to  reduce 
morbidity  and  mortality  and  improve 
the  quality  of  life.  This  announcement 
is  related  to  the  areas  of  Health 
Promotion,  Health  Protection, 

Preventive  Services,  and  Surveillance 
and  Data  Systems.  (For  ordering  a  copy 
of  “Healthy  People  2000,”  see  the 
section  “Where  to  Obtain  Additional 
Information.”) 

Authority 

This  program  is  authorized  by  section 
301(a)  (42  U.S.C.  241(a))  and  Section 
317  (42  U.S.C.  247(b))  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act,  as  amended. 

Smoke-Free  Workplace 

The  Public  Health  Service  strongly 
encourages  all  grant  recipients  to 
provide  a  smoke-free  workplace  and 
promote  the  non-use  of  all  tobacco 
products.  This  is  consistent  with  the 
PHS  mission  to  protect  and  advance  the 
physical  and  mental  health  of  the 
American  people. 

Eligible  Applicants 

Eligible  applicants  are  the  official 
public  health  departments  of  States  or 
other  State  agencies  or  departments  that; 
( 1 )  are  not  current  recipients  of  an 
award  under  this  program;  or  (2)  are 
current  recipients  whose  funding  ends 


in  FY  1994.  This  includes  the  District  of 
Columbia.  American  Samoa,  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  the 
Virgin  Islands,  the  Federated  States  of 
Micronesia,  Guam,  the  Northern 
Mariana  Islands,  the  Republic  of  the 
M^ushall  Islands,  and  the  Republic  of 
Palau. 

Except  in  the  case  of  currently  fimded 
States  where  programmatic 
relationships  are  established.  State 
agencies  applying  under  this 
announcement  that  are  other  than  the 
official  State  health  department  must 
provide  written  concurrence  from  that 
agency.  Only  one  application  from  each 
State  may  enter  the  review  process  and 
be  considered  for  an  award  under  this 
program. 

Availability  of  Funds 

Approximately  $4,000,000  is  available 
in  FY  1994  to  fund  9  to  11  awards.  It 
is  expected  that  awards  for  States  newly 
funded  under  this  announcement  will 
range  from  $200,000  to  $250,000.  It  is 
also  expected  that  awards  for  currently 
funded  States  that  receive  renewal 
funding  under  this  announcement  will 
range  from  $320,000  to  $450,000.  It  is 
expected  that  the  awards  will  begin  on 
or  before  September  30, 1994,  and  made 
for  a  12-month  budget  period  within  a 
tw'o  year  project  period.  Funding 
estimates  may  vary  and  are  subject  to 
change.  Continuation  awards  within  the 
project  period  will  be  made  on  the  basis 
of  satisfactory  progress  and  the 
availability  of  funds. 

The  CDC  currently  funds  28  state- 
based  capacity  building  projects.  Ten  of 
these  States  will  complete  their  project 
periods  in  September  1994.  The  CDC 
expects  to  m^e  non-competing 
continuation  awards  to  the  remaining  18 
States  in  September  1994.  Therefore, 
only  a  portion  of  the  total  FY  1994 
national  appropriations  for  State-based 
capacity  building  projects  will  be 
available  to  support  States  competing 
under  this  announcement. 

Use  of  Funds 

These  awards  may  be  used  for 
personnel  services,  supplies, 
equipment,  travel,  subcontracts,  and 
serv'ices  directly  related  to  project 
activities.  Project  funds  may  not  be  used 
to  supplant  State  or  local  funds 
available  for  disabilities  prevention,  for 
construction  costs,  to  lease  or  purchase 
facilities  or  space,  or  for  patient  care. 
Continuation  awards  beyond  the  first 
budget  year  will  be  based  on  the 
availability  of  funds  and  on  the 
satisfactory  progress  of  recipients  in 
achieving  project  goals  and  objectives. 


Purpose 

The  purpose  of  these  cooperative 
agreements  is  to  develop  State  capacity 
to  reduce  the  incidence  and  severity  of 
primary  disabilities  and  secondary 
conditions.  These  awards  are  being 
made  to  establish  and  maintain  State 
leadership  through  the  development  of 
basic  State  core  capacity  and  conduct  of 
special  prevention  projects  in  targeted 
disability  groups.  Targeted  disability 
groups  are  categories  of  primary 
disabilities  and  their  associated 
secondary  conditions.  These  include 
selected  developmental  disabilities, 
traumatic  brain  and  spinal  cord  injuries, 
and  selected  adult  chronic  conditions. 
States  may  conduct  special  prevention 
projects  in  one  or  more  of  these  targeted 
disability  groups.  Core  capacity 
activities  should  include  appropriate 
collaborations  w'ith  State  and 
community  agencies,  advocacy 
organizations,  schools  of  public  health, 
and  other  academia/universities 
including  minority  institutions.  State- 
based  projects  must  provide  technical 
assistance  and  increase  the  knowledge 
base  necessary-  to  design,  implement, 
and  evaluate  surveillance  and 
interventions  that  prevent  disabilities. 
State-based  projects  should  become 
model  disability  prevention  programs 
capable  of  replication  in  other  States. 

Program  Requirements 

Applicants  must  indicate  how  their 
programs  will  meet  this  basic  state-level 
core  capacity  for  disabilities  prevention. 
State  projects  must  include  strong 
public  health  management,  a 
representative  advisory  council  and 
strategic  planning  process,  access  to 
sound  epidemiologic  and  public  health 
surveillance  capacity,  and  competence 
in  guiding  the  conduct  of  community 
intervention  and  health  promotion 
activities. 

To  that  end,  applicants  must  propose 
an  office  of  disabilities  prevention  that 
includes  a  full-time  manager/ 
coordinator  position  with  the  authority 
to  carry  out  project  requirements.  The 
applicant  should  describe  those  project 
resources  and  staff  necessary  to  meet 
basic  core  requirements  while  also 
coordinating  core-related  functions  and 
other  activities  that  reside  outside  of  the 
office  of  disabilities  prevention. 

Applicants  should  describe  the 
organization  structure  and  placement  of 
the  project  and  how  this  approach  can 
maximize  the  State’s  capacity  to 
promote  State  policy  and  priority 
setting.  The  CDC  prefers  that  State 
offices  of  disabilities  prevention  have  a 
program  title  that  conveys  their  state- 
level  coordination  functions  and 
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responsibilities.  However,  applicants 
may  integrate  this  office  into  an 
established  agency  organization. 

Applicants  should  describe  how  they 
will  meet  both  the  requirements  for 
basic  core  capacity  and  the 
implementation  of  special  prevention 
projects.  Applications  will  be  reviewed 
and  ranked  separately  for  basic  state- 
level  core  capacity  and  for  special 
prevention  projects.  Special  prevention 
projects  will  be  funded  only  in  States 
receiving  basic  core  capacity  awards. 

Special  Prevention  Projects 

The  following  special  prevention 
projects  will  be  considered  for  funding. 
Other  projects  similar  in  scope 
considered  important  by  applicants 
should  be  included  as  basic  state-level 
core  capacity  and  presented  in  that 
section  of  the  application.  The  special 
prevention  projects  on  this  list  must  be 
completed  prior  to  the  start  of  the  last 
quarter  of  the  project  period. 

1.  Assess  the  long-term  morbidity  and 
the  consequences  of  specific  secondary 
conditions  assoOiated  with  any  of  the 
following  primary  disabling  conditions: 
spina  bifida,  cerebral  palsy,  sickle  cell 
disease,  fetal  alcohol  syndrome, 
traumatiq  brain  injury,  traumatic  spinal 
cord  injury,  arthritis,  osteoporosis,  and 
urinary  incontinence; 

2.  Design,  implement  or  evaluate  new, 
or  expand  the  use  of  an  existing 
preventive  intervention  in  one  of  the 
following  secondary  conditions:  (a) 
pressure  sores  in  persons  with  mobility 
impairments;  (b)  progressive  disability 
in  persons  with  arthritis;  (c)  behavioral 
problems  in  children  with  fetal  alcohol 
syndrome; 

3.  Determine  the  preventive  health 
care  needs  in  consumer-managed 
activities  such  as  centers  for 
independent  living,  assess  the  feasibility 
of  conducting  interventions,  and/or 
implement  health  promotion  programs 
in  those  settings; 

4.  Measure  or  evaluate  the  impact  of 
one  of  the  following:  (a)  heavy  prenatal 
alcohol  exposure  on  developmental 
disabilities;  (b)  early  intervention 
programs,  e.g.,  home  visiting  programs. 
Head  Start,  educational  child  care,  etc., 
in  children  at  environmental  risk  for 
mental  retardation;  or  (c)  early 
intervention  programs  for  women  at  risk 
for  having  a  child  with  fetal  alcohol 
syndrome; 

5.  Conduct  a  prevention  program 
targeted  to  high  risk  groups  in  order  to 
prevent  fetal  alcohol  syndrome; 

6.  Develop  model  public  health 
surveillance  for  mild  and  moderate 
traumatic  brain  injury; 

7.  Define  the  impact  of  firearm  injury, 
especially  related  to  traumatic  brain  and 


traumatic  spinal  cord  injuries,  as  to 
outcomes  and  secondary  conditions; 

8.  Coordinate  or  conduct  community 
interventions  related  to  the  prevention 
of  bicycle  injuries  through  increased 
usage  of  bicycle  helmets  and  prevention 
of  motor  vehicle  injuries  through 
increased  use  of  occupant  protection; 

9.  Assess  the  prevalence  of  risk  factors 
for  osteoporosis  and  establish  an 
intervention  program  addressing  high- 
risk  groups; 

10.  Develop  and  conduct  education 
programs  for  physicians  and  the  public 
so  that  persons  with  urinary 
incontinence  will  seek  and  receive 
proper  treatment. 

Detailed  design  and  implementation 
guidance  regarding  these  special 
prevention  projects  is  available  from 
CDC.  Please  refer  to  the  “Where  to 
Obtain  Additional  Information”  section. 

Budget  and  Project  Costs 

This  program  has  no  statutory 
matching  requirement;  however, 
applicants  should  demonstrate  their 
capacity  to  support  a  portion  of  project 
costs,  increase  cost-sharing  potential 
over  time,  and  identify  other  funding 
sources  for  expanding  the  project. 
Applicants  must  prepare  separate 
budget  requests  for  both  the  basic  State 
core  capacity  and  each  special 
prevention  project  (identifying  both 
Federal  and  non-Federal  sources). 

While  CDC  has  not  set  specific  limits 
as  to  the  proportion  of  the  total 
application  budget  request  that  should 
be  directed  to  basic  State  core  capacity, 
it  anticipates  that  funds  to  support  such 
core  capacity  will  range  from  $200,000 
to  $330,000. 

It  is  also  anticipated  that  each  special 
prevention  project  will  have  a  budget 
ranging  from  $40,000  to  $60,000. 
Applicants  may  propose  special 
prevention  projects  at  a  budget  level 
below  or  above  this  range.  The  overall 
quality  of  proposed  special  prevention 
projects,  taking  into  account  total  funds 
available,  will  be  the  major  factor  as  to 
those  projects  that  will  be  funded.  The 
CDC  expects  that  no  State  wrill  receive 
awards  for  more  than  three  special 
prevention  projects. 

Cooperative  Activities 

In  conducting  activities  to  achieve  the 
purposes  of  this  program,  the  recipient 
shall  be  responsible  for  the  activities 
under  A.  (Recipient  Activities)  and  CDC 
shall  be  responsible  for  the  activities 
listed  under  B.  (CDC  Activities). 

A.  Recipient  Activities 

1.  Develop  an  identified,  highly 
visible  state-based  program  for  the 
prevention  of  disabilities  and  secondary 


conditions  as  related  to  the  indicated 
core  capacity  functions; 

2.  Establish  and  operate  a  state-based 
office  of  disabilities  prevention,  support 
an  advisory  body,  develop  and 
implement  the  State  strategic  plan, 
establish  coordination  with  o^er 
disabilities  prevention-related  agencies, 
develop  project  objectives  and  time 
frames,  and  provide  technical 
assistance; 

3.  Implement  statewide  surveillance, 
using  existing  data,  for  all  disabilities 
based  on  the  collective  impact  on 
functional  limitations; 

4.  Develop  and  implement  public 
health  surveillance  for  the  targeted 
disability  group(s); 

5.  Promote  prevention  planning  in 
communities,  conduct  or  guide 
intervention  activities,  and  evaluate 
their  effectiveness;  and 

6.  Design,  implement,  and  evaluate 
special  prevention  projects. 

B.  CDC  Activities 

1.  Provide  scientific,  programmatic, 
and  technical  assistance  in  the 
planning,  operation,  and  evaluation  of 
surveillance  and  commimity  projects; 

2.  Provide  programmatic  assistance  in 
administrative  and  organizational 
aspects  of  project  operations  and 
provide  information  on  project  activities 
in  other  States  and  national  initiatives; 

3.  Support  project  staff  by  conducting 
training  programs,  conferences,  and 
workshops  to  enhance  skills  and 
knowledge; 

4.  Provide  a  reference  point  for 
sharing  regional  and/or  national  data 
pertinent  to  targeted  disabilities;  and 

5.  Assist  in  research  and  in  studying 
the  effectiveness  of  specific  prevention 
and  intervention  strategies. 

Evaluation  Criteria  for  Basic  Core 
Capacity  (Total  100  Points) 

1.  Evidence  of  Need  and  Understanding 
of  the  Problem:  (20  Points) 

Evaluation  will  be  based  on: 

a.  The  applicant's  description  and 
understanding  of  the  disabilities 
problem  in  the  State  as  evidenced  by 
estimates  of  incidence  and/or 
prevalence,  demographic  indicators, 
scope  of  disabilities  and  their  severity, 
and  costs  associated  with  specific 
disabilities; 

b.  The  applicant's  description  of 
current  prevention  activities  within  the 
State.  This  description  should  address 
available  resources,  populations-at-risk, 
knowledge  gaps,  current  relationships 
and  potential  to  enroll  other 
organizations  in  support  of  the  project, 
and  the  applicant’s  assessment  of 
program  effectiveness; 
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c.  The  applicant’s  understanding  of 
the  impact  of  secondary  conditions  in 
the  State  and  the  applicant’s  description 
of  its  future  capacity  to  re-direct  the 
program  to  the  prevention  of  secondary 
conditions. 

2.  Technical  Approach  and  Core 
Capacity:  (35  Points) 

Evaluation  will  be  based  on: 

a.  The  capability  of  the  applicant  to 
ensure  that  the  basic  components  of 
core  state-level  capacity  will  be 
promoted  and  implemented,  including 
the  rationale  for  the  selection  of  the 
targeted  disability  group(s); 

b.  The  proposed  plan  to  establish  and 
operate  the  office  of  disabilities 
prevention,  and  ensure  its  capability  to 
function  as  a  coordinating  focus  and 
provide  technical  assistance  throughout 
the  State; 

c.  The  plan  to  establish  the  advisory 
body  including  its  organizational 
composition  and  intended  impact  on 
policy,  planning,  and  oversight  for 
prevention  activities:  including  an 
indication  of  how  it  will  complement 
other  such  councils  in  the  State; 

d.  The  approach  to  develop  and 
implement  the  State  strategic  plan  for 
the  prevention  of  disabilities: 

e.  The  reasonableness,  feasibility,  and 
logic  of  the  designed  project  objectives, 
including  the  overall  work  plan, 
timetable  for  accomplishment,  and  the 
strength  of  the  proposed  evaluation 
plan; 

f.  The  described  preventive  services 
for  low  income  and  minority 
populations  and  how  access  for  persons 
with  disabilities  to  project  services, 
opportunities,  and  facilities  will  be 
achieved. 

3.  Surveillance:  (25  Points) 

Evaluation  of  this  criteria  will  be 
based  on  demonstration  of  the 
applicant’s  core  epidemiologic  capacity 
to  conduct,  facilitate,  analyze,  and/or 
assess  surveillance  data  in  functional 
limitations  and  the  targeted  disability 
group(s),  including  its  design,  methods 
for  collection,  quality  assurance 
program,  timelines  for  analysis  or 
determinants  of  data  quality  and  gaps, 
collaborative  support  and  intra/inter¬ 
agency  agreements  for  data  sharing,  data 
linkage,  access  and  analysis  potential, 
and  dissemination  capacity.  This  also 
includes  the  capability  to  conduct 
expanded  surveillance  and/or 
epidemiologic  studies  as  part  of  basic 
state-level  core  activities. 

4.  Community  Interventions:  (15  Points) 

Evaluation  will  be  based  on  the 
applicant’s  description  of  planning 
efforts  and  anticipated  methods  to 


design,  facilitate,  offer  technical 
assistance,  and/or  conduct  and  evaluate 
health  promotion  and  other  community 
intervention  projects  under  its  core 
capacity. 

5.  Cost-Sharing:  (5  Points) 

This  criteria  will  be  evaluated  on 
evidence  of  personnel  and  financial 
contributions  to  the  project. 

6.  Budget  Justification/ Adequacy  of 
Facilities:  (Not  Scored) 

Evaluation  of  the  proposed  budget 
will  be  based  on  the  reasonableness, 
concise  and  clear  justification,  and 
consistency  with  the  intended  use  of 
cooperative  agreement  funds. 

Evaluation  Criteria  for  Special 
Prevention  Projects  (100  Points) 

1.  Evidence  of  Need:  (10  Points) 
Evaluation  will  be  based  on  the 

description  and  documentation  of  need 
for  the  project  and  the  importance  of 
how  the  proposed  activity  relates  to  that 
need,  including  its  basis  in  data  sources, 
and  support  or  endorsement  by  an 
advisory  function,  public  health 
leadership,  and/or  other  State  priorities. 

2.  Project  Description:  (30  Points) 

Evaluation  will  be  based  on  the 
description  of  the  project;  the 
appropriateness  and  specificity  of  goals, 
objectives,  and  timelines;  and  the 
applicant’s  potential  for  achieving  the 
expected  results. 

3  Technical  Approach:  (30  Points) 

Evaluation  will  be  based  on  the 
description  of  the  methods  to  be  used  to 
implement  the  project,  staff 
qualifications  and  resources  available, 
commitments  and  support  to  be 
provided  from  collaborating 
organizations,  and  how  the  core 
functions  will  be  used  to  support  the 
special  prevention  project. 

4.  Evaluation  Plan:  (30  Points) 

Evaluation  will  be  based  on  the 
methods  presented  to  measure  specific 
outcomes  and  evaluate  the  entire  project 
including  the  proposed  use  and 
dissemination  of  results. 

5.  Budget  Justification:  (Not  Scored) 

This  includes  the  reasonableness, 
appropriateness,  and  clarity  of  the 
budget  request  including  the  necessary 
documentation  of  facilities  and 
resources  to  be  applied  to  support  the 
proposed  project. 

Funding  Priorities 

Subsequent  to  decisions  for  basic 
state-level  core  capacity  awards, 
funding  for  special  prevention  projects 


will  consider  geographical  balance  and 
distribution  among  all  targeted 
disability  groups. 

Public  comments  are  not  being 
solicited  regarding  the  funding  priority 
because  time  does  not  permit 
solicitation  and  review  prior  to  the 
funding  date. 

Executive  Order  12372 

Applications  are  subject  to  the 
Intergovernmental  Review  of  Federal 
Programs  as  governed  by  Executive 
Order  (E.O.)  12372.  E.O.  12372  sets  up 
a  system  for  State  and  local  government 
review  of  proposed  Federal  assistance 
applications.  Applicants  should  contact 
their  State  Single  Point  of  Contacts 
(SPOCs)  as  early  as  possible  to  alert 
them  to  the  prospective  applications 
and  receive  any  necessary  instructions 
on  the  State  process.  For  proposed 
projects  serving  more  than  one  State,  the 
applicant  is  advised  to  contact  itie 
SPOCs  of  each  affected  State.  A  current 
list  is  included  in  the  application  kit.  If 
SPOCs  have  any  State  process 
recommendations  on  applications 
submitted  to  CDC,  they  should  forward 
them  to  Henry  S.  Cassell.  Ill,  Grants 
Management  Officer,  Grants 
Management  Branch.  Procurement  and 
Grants  Office,  C.enters  for  Disease 
Control  and  Prevention  (CDC),  255  East 
Paces  Ferry  Road,  NE.,  room  300, 
Mailstop  E^13.  Atlanta,  Georgia  30305, 
no  later  than  60  days  after  the  deadline 
date  for  new  and  competing  awards. 

The  granting  agency  does  not  guarantee 
to  “accommodate  or  explain’’  State 
process  recommendations  it  receives 
after  that  date. 

Public  Health  System  Reporting 
Requirements 

This  program  is  not  subject  to  the 
Public  Health  System  Reporting 
Requirements. 

Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number 

The  Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic 
Assistance  number  is  93.184. 

Other  Requirements 

A.  Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

Projects  that  involve  the  collection  of 
information  from  10  or  more  individuals 
and  funded  by  the  State-Based  Capacity 
Building  Project  will  be  subject  to 
review  by  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (OMB)  under  the  Paperw'ork 
Reduction  Act. 

B.  Human  Subjects 

If  the  proposed  project  involves 
research  on  human  subjects,  the 
applicant  must  comply  with  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
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Services  Regulations,  45  CFR  Part  46, 
regarding  the  protection  of  human 
subjects.  Assurance  must  be  provided  to 
demonstrate  that  the  project  will  be 
subject  to  initial  and  continuing  review 
by  an  appropriate  institutional  review 
committee.  The  applicant  will  be 
responsible  for  providing  assurance  in 
accordance  with  the  appropriate 
guidelines  and  form  provided  in  the 
application  kit. 

Application  Submission  and  Deadline 

The  original  and  two  copies  of  the 
application  PHS  Form  5161-1,  Revised 
7/92,  OMB  Control  Number  0937-0189), 
must  be  submitted  to  Mr.  Henry  S. 
Cassell,  III,  Grants  Management  Officer, 
Grants  Management  Branch, 

Procurement  and  Grants  Office,  Centers 
for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention 
(CDC),  255  East  Paces  Ferry  Road,  NE., 
room  300,  Mailstop  E-13,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30305,  on  or  before  July  14, 

1994. 

1.  Deadline:  Applications  will  be 
considered  as  meeting  the  deadline  if 
they  are  either: 

(a)  Received  on  or  before  the  deadline 
date;  or 

(b)  Sent  on  or  before  the  deadline  date 
and  received  in  time  for  submission  to 
the  objective  review  group.  (Applicants 
must  request  a  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal 
Service  postmark  or  obtain  a  legibly 
dated  receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier 
or  the  U.S.  Postal  Service.  Private 
metered  postmarks  will  not  be 
acceptable  as  proof  of  timely  mailing.) 

2.  Late  Applications:  Applications 
that  do  not  meet  the  criteria  in  l.(a)  or 
l.(b)  above  are  considered  late 
applications.  Late  applications  will  not 
be  considered  in  the  current 
competition  and  will  be  returned  to  the 
applicant. 

Where  To  Obtain  Additional 
Information 

A  complete  program  description, 
information  on  application  procedures, 
an  application  package,  and  business 
management  technical  assistance  may 
be  obtained  from  Georgia  L.  Jang,  Grants 
Management  Specialist,  Grants 
Management  Branch,  Procurement  and 
Grants  Office,  Centers  for  Disease 
Control  and  Prevention  (CDC),  255  East 
Paces  Ferry  Road,  NE.,  room  300, 
Mailstop  E-13,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30305, 
telephone  (404)  842-6814. 

Programmatic  technical  assistance 
including  additional  guidance  related  to 
basic  core  capacity  and  special 
prevention  projects  may  be  obtained 
from  Joseph  B.  Smith,  Disabilities 
Prevention  Program,  National  Center  for 
Environmental  Health,  Centers  for 
Disease  Control  and  Prevention  (CDC). 


4770  Buford  Highway,  NE.,  Building 
101,  Mailstop  F-29,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30341,  telephone  (404)  488-7080. 

Please  refer  to  Program 
Announcement  No.  475  when 
requesting  information  and  submitting 
an  application. 

Potential  applicants  may  obtain  a 
copy  of  "HealAy  People  2000”  (Full 
Report;  Stock  Number  017-001-00474- 
0)  or  “Healthy  People  2000”  (Summary 
Report;  Stock  Number  017-001-00473- 
1)  referenced  in  the  Introduction 
through  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  Government  Printing 
Office,  Washington,  DC  20402-9325, 
telephone  (202)  783-3238. 

Dated:  May  20,  1994. 

Ladene  H.  Newton, 

Acting  Associate  Director  for  Management 
and  Operations,  Centers  for  Disease  Control 
and  Prevention  (CDC). 

IFR  Doc.  94-12844  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4163-18-P 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
Advisory  Committees;  Renewals 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  announces  the 
renewal  of  certain  FDA  advisory 
committees  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Dnigs.  The  Commissioner  has 
determined  that  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  renew  the  charters  of  the 
committees  listed  below  for  an 
additional  2  years  beyond  charter 
expiration  date.  The  new  charters  will 
be  in  effect  until  the  dates  of  expiration 
listed  below.  This  notice  is  issued  under 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  of 
October  6,  1972  (Pub.  L.  92  -463  (5 
U.S.C.  app.  2)). 

DATES:  Authority  for  these  committees 
will  expire  on  the  dates  indicated  below 
unless  the  Commissioner  formally 
determines  that  renewal  is  in  the  public 
interest. 

Name  o1  committee  Date  of  expiration 

Generic  Drugs  Advisory  January  22,  1996 
Committee 

Medical  Imaging  Drugs  February  28,  1996 
Advisory  Committee 

Gastrointestinal  Drugs  March  3,  1 996 
Advisory  Committee 

Fertility  and  Maternal  March  23,  1996 
Health  Drugs  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee 

Arthritis  Advisory  Com-  April  5,  1996 
mittee 

Veterinary  Medicine  Ad-  April  24,  1996 
visory  Committee 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Donna  M.  Combs,  Committee 
Management  Office  (HFA-306),  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rodcville,  MD  20857,  301-443- 
765. 

Dated:  May  20,  1994. 

Linda  A.  Suydam, 

Interim  Deputy  Commissioner  for  Operations. 
IFR  Doc.  94-12854  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  ami 
BILUNQ  CODE  4160-01-F 

[Docket  No.  94F-0153] 

Kuraray  International  Corp.;  Filing  of 
Food  Additive  Petition 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  announcing 
that  Kuraray  International  Corp.  has 
filed  a  petition  proposing  that  the  food 
additive  regulations  be  amended  to 
provide  for  the  safe  use  of  n-octanol 
produced  by  a  new  manufacturing 
process,  the  hydrodimerization  of  1.3- 
butadiene. 

DATES:  Written  comments  on  the 
petitioner’s  environmental  assessment 
by  June  27, 1994. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  written  comments 
to  the  Dockets  Management  Branch 
(HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  rm.  1-23, 12420 
Parklawn  Dr.,  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Rosalie  M.  Angeles,  Center  for  Food 
Safety  and  Applied  Nutrition  (HFS- 
207),  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 

200  C  St.  SW..  Washington.  DC  20204, 
202-254-9528. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(secs.  201(s),  409(b)(5)  (21  U.S.C.  321(s). 
348(b)(5))),  notice  is  given  that  a  food 
additive  petition  (FAP  4A4419)  has 
been  filed  by  Kuraray  International 
Corp.,  c/o  1001  G  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20001.  The  petition  proposes  that 
the  food  additive  regulations  in 
§  172.864  Synthetic  fatty  alcohols  (21 
CFR  172.864)  be  amended  to  provide  for 
the  safe  use  of  n-octanol  produced  by  a 
new  manufacturing  process,  the 
hydrodimerization  of  1.3-butadiene. 

The  potential  environmental  impact 
of  this  action  is  being  reviewed.  To 
encourage  public  participation 
consistent  with  regulations  promulgated 
under  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  (40  CFR  1501.4(b)).  the 
agency  is  placing  the  environmental 
assessment  submitted  with  the  petition 
that  is  the  subject  of  this  notice  on 
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public  display  at  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  (address  above)  for 
public  review  and  comment.  Interested 
persons  may,  on  or  before  June  27, 1994, 
submit  to  the  Dockets  Management 
Branch  (address  above)  written 
comments.  Two  copies  of  any  comments 
are  to  be  submitted,  except  that 
individuals  may  submit  one  copy. 
Comments  are  to  be  identified  with  the 
docket  number  found  in  brackets  in  the 
heading  of  this  document.  Received 
comments  may  be  seen  in  the  office 
above  between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday.  FDA  will  also 
place  on  public  display  any 
amendments  to,  or  comments  on,  the 
petitioner’s  environmental  assessment 
without  further  announcement  in  the 
Federal  Register.  If,  based  on  its  review', 
the  agency  finds  that  an  environmental 
impact  statement  is  not  required  and 
this  petition  results  in  a  regulation,  the 
notice  of  availability  of  the  agency’s 
finding  of  no  significant  impact  and  the 
evidence  supporting  that  finding  will  be 
published  with  the  regulation  in  the 
Federal  Register  in  accordance  with  21 
CFR  25.40(c). 

Dated:  May  18. 1994. 

Fred  R.  Shank, 

Director,  Center  for  Food  Safety  and  Applied 
Nutrition. 

|FR  Doc.  94-12855  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  ami 
BILUNG  CODE  4160-01-F 


Health  Resources  and  Services 
Administration 

Final  Funding  Priorities  for  Special 
Project  Grants  to  Schools  of  Public 
Health  for  Fiscal  Year  1994 

The  Health  Resources  and  Services 
Administration  (HRSA)  announces  the 
final  funding  priorities  for  fiscal  year 
(FY)  1994  Sftecial  Projects  Grants  to 
Schools  of  Public  Health  funded  under 
the  authority  of  section  762,  title  VII  of 
the  Public  Health  Service  Act,  as 
amended  by  the  Health  Professions 
F,ducation  Extension  Amendments  of 
1992,  Public  Law  102-408,  dated 
October  13.  1992. 

Purpose 

Section  762  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  (the  Act),  as  amended, 
authorizes  tlie  Secretary  to  aw’ard  grants 
to  accredited  schools  of  public  health 
for  tlie  costs  of  planning,  developing, 
demonstrating,  operating,  and 
evaluating  projects  that  are  in 
furtherance  of  the  goals  established  by 
the  Secretary  for  the  year  2000  in  the 
area  of: 

(1)  I’reventive  medicine: 


(2)  Health  promotion  and  disease 
prevention: 

(3)  Improving  access  to  and  quality  of 
health  services  in  medically 
underserved  communities:  or 

(4)  Reducing  the  incidence  of 
domestic  violence. 

Final  Funding  Priorities 

A  notice  which  announced  this  grant 
cycle  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  17, 1994  at  59  FR 
8009,  and  proposed  two  funding 
priorities.  No  comments  were  received 
during  the  30  day  comment  period. 
Therefore,  the  priorities  remain  as 
proposed.  The  final  priorities  are  shown 
below. 

A  funding  priority  will  be  given  to 
programs  which  demonstrate  either 
substantial  progress  over  the  last  three 
years  or  a  significant  experience  of  ten 
or  more  years  in  enrolling  and 
graduating  trainees  from  those  minority 
or  low-income  populations  identified  as 
at  risk  of  poor  health  outcomes. 

A  funding  priority  will  also  be  given 
for  projects  that  address  the  program 
purpose  of  reducing  the  incidence  of 
domestic  violence. 

Additional  Information 

If  additional  programmatic 
information  is  needed,  please  contact; 
Ronald  B.  Merrill,  Public  Health  Branch, 
Division  of  Associated,  Dental,  and 
Public  Health  Professions,  Bureau  of 
Health  Professions.  Health  Resources 
and  Services  Administration,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  room  8C-09,  Rockville, 
Maryland  20857,  Telephone:  (301)  443- 
6896. 

This  program.  Special  Project  Grants 
to  Schools  of  Public  Health,  is  listed  at 
93.188  in  the  Catalog  of  Federal 
Domestic  Assistance.  It  is  not  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  Executive  Order 
12372,  Intergovernmental  Review  of 
Federal  Programs  (as  implemented 
through  45  CFR  part  100).  This  program 
is  not  subject  to  the  Public  Health 
System  Reporting  Requirements. 

Dated:  May  20. 1994. 

Giro  V.  Sumaya, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12856  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  4160-15-P 


Final  Minimum  Percentages  for  “High 
Rate”  and  “Significant  Increase  in  the 
Rate"  for  Implementation  of  the 
General  Statutory  Funding  Preference 
for  Grants  for  Nurse  Anesthetist 
Education  Programs  for  Fiscal  Year 
1994 

The  Health  Resources  and  Serv'ices 
Administration  (HRSA)  announces  the 


final  minimum  percentages  for  “high 
rate’’  and  “significant  increase  in  the 
rate”  for  implementation  of  the  general 
statutory  funding  preference  for  fiscal 
year  (FY)  1994  Grants  for  Nurse 
Anesthetist  Education  Programs  funded 
under  the  authority  of  section  831(a), 
title  VIII  of  the  Public  Health  Service 
Act,  as  amended  by  the  Nurse  Education 
and  Practice  Improvement  Amendments 
of  1992,  title  II  of  the  Health  Professions 
Education  Extension  Amendments  of 
1992,  Pubhc  Law  102-408,  dated 
October  13, 1992. 

Purpose 

Section  831(a)  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  authorizes  the  Secretary  to 
make  grants  to  cover  the  costs  of 
projects  to  develop  and  operate 
programs  for  the  education  of  nurse 
anesthetists. 

Statutory  Funding  Preference 

In  making  awards  of  grants  under  this 
section,  preference  will  be  given  to  any 
qualified  applicant  that — 

(A)  Has  a  nigh  rate  for  placing 
graduates  in  practice  settings  having  the 
principal  focus  of  serving  residents  of 
medically  underserved  communities:  or 

(B)  During  the  2-year  period 
preceding  the  fiscal  year  for  which  such 
an  award  is  sought,  has  achieved  a 
significant  increase  in  the  rate  of  placing 
graduates  in  such  settings. 

Minimum  Percentages  for  “High  Rate” 
and  “Significant  Increase  in  the  Rate” 

A  notice  which  announced  this  grant 
cycle  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  6, 1994  at  59  FR 
769,  and  proposed  minimum 
percentages  for  “high  rate”  and 
“significant  increase  in  the  rate”  for 
implementation  of  the  general  statutory 
funding  preference.  No  comments  were 
received  during  the  30  day  comment 
period.  Therefore,  the  percentages  for 
“high  rate”  and  “significant  increase  in 
the  rate”  remain  as  proposed.  The  final 
minimum  percentages  are  shown  below. 

"High  rate”  is  defined  as  a  minimum 
of  20  percent  of  graduates  in  academic 
years  1990-91, 1991-92  or  1992-93  who 
spend  at  least  50  percent  of  their 
worktiine  in  clinical  practice  in  the 
specified  settings.  Graduates  who  are 
providing  care  in  a  medically 
underserv'ed  community  as  a  part  of  a 
fellowship  or  other  educational 
experience  can  be  counted. 

“Significant  increase  in  the  rate” 
means  that,  between  academic  years 
1991-92  and  1992-93,  the  rate  of 
placing  graduates  in  the  specified 
settings  has  increased  by  a  minimum  of 
50  percent  and  that  not  less  than  15 
ptjrcent  of  graduates  from  the  most 
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recent  year  are  working  in  these 
settings. 

Additional  Information 

If  additional  programmatic 
information  is  needed,  please  contact: 
Ms.  Donna  English,  Division  of  Nursing, 
Bureau  of  Health  Professions,  Health 
Resources  and  Services  Administration, 
Parklawn  Building,  room  9-35,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland 
20857,  Telephone:  (301)  443-5763  FAX: 
(301) 443-8586. 

This  program.  Grants  for  Nurse 
Anesthetist  Education  Programs,  is 
listed  at  93.916  in  the  Catalog  of  Federal 
Domestic  Assistance.  It  is  not  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  Executive  Order 
12372,  Intergovernmental  Review  of 
Federal  Programs  (as  implemented 
through  45  CFR  part  100).  This  program 
is  not  subject  to  the  Public  Health 
System  Reporting  Requirements. 

Dated:  May  20, 1994. 

Giro  V.  Soroaya, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12857  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  416fr-15-P 


Health  Resources  and  Services 
Administration  Advisory  Council; 
Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92—463),  announcement  is 
made  of  the  following  National 
Advisory  body  scheduled  to  meet 
during  the  month  of  June  1994: 

Name:  Council  On  Graduate  Medical 
Education. 

Time:  June  22, 1994,  8:30  a.m. 

Place:  Holiday  Inn,  Capitol,  Clark  Room, 
550  C  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20024. 

June  23, 1994,  8:30  a.m.,  Hubert  Humphrey 
Building,  room  800,  200  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20024. 

Open  for  entire  meeting. 

Purpose:  Provides  advice  and 
recommendations  to  the  Secretary  and  to  the 
Committees  on  Labor  and  Human  Resources, 
and  Finance  of  the  Senate  and  the 
Committees  on  Energy  and  Commerce  and 
Ways  and  Means  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  with  respect  to  (A)  the 
supply  and  distribution  of  physicians  in  the 
United  States;  (B)  current  and  future 
shortages  of  physicians  in  medical  and 
surgical  specialties  and. subspecialties;  (C) 
issues  relating  to  foreign  medical  graduates; 
(D)  appropriate  Federal  policies  regarding 

(A) ,  (B),  and  (C)  above;  (E)  appropriate  efforts 
to  be  carried  out  by  medical  and  osteopathic 
schools,  public  and  private  hospitals  and 
accrediting  bodies  regarding  matters  in  (A), 

(B) ,  and  (C)  above;  (F)  deficiencies  in  the 
needs  for  improvements  in,  existing  data 
bases  concerning  supply  and  distribution  of, 
and  training  programs  for  physicians  in  the 
United  States. 


Agenda:  The  Council  will  be  discussing 
the  status  of  health  care  and  workforce 
reform;  COGME  recommended  generalist  and 
specialist  physician-to-population  ratios; 
COGME  reconunendations  on  direct  medical 
education  policy  and  budget;  commission 
structure,  Unction  and  budget;  initial 
approval  of  findings  and  recommendations 
on  Women  in  Medicine;  initial  approval  of 
draft  findings  on  Impact  of  PA  and  Managed 
Care  on  Workforce  Requirements;  IMG 
licensing  work  group  and  action  plan; 
minorities  in  medicine;  underserved  areas; 
analytical  activities;  and  the  Council  on 
Graduate  Medical  Education  and  the 
National  Advisory  Council  on  Nurse 
Education  and  Practice  activities. 

Anyone  requiring  information  regarding 
the  subject  Council  should  contact  Marc  L. 
Rivo,  M.D.,  M.P.H..  Executive  Secretary, 
telephone  (301)  443-6190;  or  F.  Lawrence 
Clare,  M.D..  M.P.H.,  Deputy  Executive 
Secretary,  telephone  (301)  443-6326,  Council 
on  Graduate  Medical  Education,  Division  of 
Medicine,  Bureau  of  Health  Professions, 
Health  Resources  and  Services 
Administration,  room  9A-27,  Parklawn 
Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane.  Rockville, 
Maryland  20857. 

Agenda  Items  are  subject  to  change  as 
priorities  dictate. 

Date:  May  23, 1994. 

Jackie  E.  Baum, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer, 
URSA. 

IFR  Doc.  94-12858  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BIUUNG  CODE  4160-16-P 


National  Institutes  of  Health 

National  Institute  of  Diabetes  and 
Digestive  and  Kidney  Diseases; 
Meeting:  End-Stage  Renal  Disease 
Data  Advisory  Committee 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92—463, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of 
the  End-Stage  Renal  Disease  (ESRD) 

Data  Advisory  Committee  on  June  22, 
1994.  The  committee  will  meet  via  a 
telephone  conference  call  that  will 
begin  at  4  p.m.,  E.D.T.,  at  Cygnus 
Corporation,  11426  Rockville  Pike,  suite 
410,  Rockville,  Maryland  20852.  The 
meeting,  which  will  be  open  to  the 
public,  is  being  held  to  discuss  the  1994 
Annual  Report  and  other  ESRD  Data 
issues.  Public  participation  will  be 
limited  to  space  available.  Individuals 
who  plan  to  participate  should  contact 
Dr.  Ralph  Bain  at  the  number  listed 
below,  so  that  we  can  connect  you  to  the 
c'.all. 

For  any  further  information,  and  for 
individuals  who  plan  to  attend  and 
need  special  assistance,  such  as  sign 
language  interpretation  or  other 
reasonable  accommodations,  please 
contact  Dr.  Ralph  Bain,  Executive 
Director,  End-Stage  Renal  Disease  Data 
Advisory  Committee,  11426  Rockville 


Pike,  suite  410,  Rockville,  Maryland" 
20852,  (301)  231-7537,  two  weeks  prior 
to  the  meeting.  In  addition,  upon 
request.  Dr.  Bain’s  office  will  provide  an 
agenda,  a  roster  of  the  members,  and 
summaries  of  the  meeting. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  93.847-849,  Diabetes,  Endocrine 
and  Metabolic  Diseases;  Digestive  Diseases 
and  Nutrition;  and  Kidney  Diseases.  Urology 
and  Hematology  Research,  National  Institutes 
of  Health) 

Dated:  May  19,  1994. 

Susan  K.  Feldman, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12817  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4140-01-M 


National  Institute  of  Diabetes  and 
Digestive  and  Kidney  Diseases; 

Meeting:  National  Diabetes  Advisory 
Board 

Piu^uant  to  Public  Law  92—463, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of 
the  national  Diabetes  Advisory  Board  on 
July  11-12,  1994,  8:30  a.m.  to 
approximately  5  p.m.,  at  the  Marriott- 
Crystal  City,  1999  Jefferson  Davis 
Highway,  Arlington.  Virginia.  Notice  of 
the  meeting  room  will  be  posted  in  the 
hotel  lobby.  The  entire  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public,  with  attendance 
limited  to  space  available. 

Agenda 

July  11  Impact  of  the  DCCT  Results  on 
Diabetes  Care  Standards  of  Care  for 
NIDDM 

July  12  Board  Discussion  of  Previous  Day’s 
Topics;  NIH  Intramural  Program;  and 
Future  Meeting  Topics 

For  any  further  information,  and  for 
individuals  who  plan  to  attend  and 
need  special  assistance,  such  as  sign 
language  interpretation  or  other 
reasonable  accommodations,  please 
contact  Mr.  Raymond  M.  Kuehne, 
Executive  Director,  National  Diabetes 
Advisory  Board,  11426  Rockville  Pike, 
suite  410,  Rockville,  Maryland  20852, 
(301)  231-7537,  two  weeks  prior  to  the 
meeting  date.  In  addition,  upon  request, 
Mr.  Kuehne’s  office  will  provide  a 
membership  roster  of  the  Board  and  an 
agenda  and  summaries  of  the  meetings. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  93.847-849,  Diabetes.  Endocrine 
and  Metabolic  Diseases;  Digestive  Diseases 
and  Nutrition;  and  Kidney  Diseases,  Urology 
and  Hematology  Research,  National  Institutes 
of  Health) 

Dated:  May  19,  1994. 

Susan  K.  Feldman, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12819  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4140-01-M 
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Meeting  of  the  National  Eye  Institute 
Board  of  Scientific  Counselors 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92—463, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of 
the  Board  of  Scientific  Counselors, 
National  Eye  Institute  (NEI),  June  6  and 
7, 1994,  in  the  NEI  Conference  Room, 
Building  31,  room  6A35,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 

Maryland. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  on  June  6  from  9  a.m.  until 
approximately  4  p.m.  for  general 
remarks  by  the  Director,  Intramural 
Research  Programs,  NEI,  on  matters 
concerning  the  intramural  programs  of 
the  NEI.  Attendance  by  the  public  will 
be  limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  provisions  set 
forth  in  section  552b(c)(6),  title  5,  U.S.C. 
and  section  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92—463, 
the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public 
on  June  6  from  approximately  4  p.m. 
until  recess  and  on  June  7  from  8:30 
a.m.  until  adjournment  for  the  review, 
discussion,  and  evaluation  of  individual 
projects  conducted  by  the  Laboratory  of 
Sensorimotor  Research.  These 
evaluations  and  discussions  could 
reveal  personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the  projects, 
including  consideration  of  personnel 
qualifications  and  performance,  and  the 
competence  of  individual  investigators, 
the  disclosure  of  which  would 
constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 
Consequently,  this  meeting  is  concerned 
with  matters  exempt  fix)m  mandatory 
disclosure. 

Ms.  Lois  DeNinno,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  NEI,  EPS/350, 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20892,  (301)  496- 
5301,  will  provide  a  summary  of  the 
meeting,  roster  of  committee  members, 
and  substantive  program  information 
upon  request.  Individuals  who  plan  to 
attend  and  need  special  assistance,  such 
as  sign  language  interpretation  or  other 
reasonable  accommodations,  should 
contact  Ms.  DeNinno  in  advance  of  the 
meeting. 

This  notice  is  being  published  later 
than  fifteen  days  prior  to  the  meeting 
due  to  difficulty  of  coordinating  the 
members’  schedules. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  93.867,  Vision  Research; 
National  Institutes  of  Health) 

Dated:  May  20, 1994. 

Susan  K.  Feldman, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

IFR  Doc.  94-12820  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  414(M)1-P 


National  Institute  of  Mental  Health; 
Meetings 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92—463, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  meetings  of 
the  advisory  committees  of  the  National 
Institute  of  Mental  Health  for  July  1994. 

The  meetings  will  be  open  to  the 
public  as  indicated  below  to  discuss 
administrative  details  and  other  issues 
relating  to  committee  activities. 

The  meetings  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  as  indicated  below  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  set  forth  in  sections 
552b(c)(4)  and  552b(c)(6),  title  5,  U.S.C. 
and  section  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92—463. 
The  review  committee  will  meet  for  the 
review,  discussion,  and  evaluation  of 
individual  grant  applications.  The 
Board  of  Scientific  Counselors,  NIMH, 
will  meet  for  the  review,  discussion, 
and  evaluation  of  staff  scientists  and 
individual  programs  and  projects  of  the 
National  Institute  of  Mental  Health, 
including  consideration  of  personnel 
qualiftcations  and  performance,  the 
competence  of  individual  investigators, 
and  similar  items.  These  applications, 
evaluations,  cuid  the  discussions  could 
reveal  confidential  trade  secrets  or 
commercial  property  such  as  patentable 
material,  and  personal  information 
concerning  individuals,  the  disclosure 
of  which  would  constitute  a  clearly 
unwarranted  invasion  of  personal 
privacy. 

Attendance  by  the  public  to  all  open 
sessions  will  be  limited  to  space 
available.  Individuals  who  plan  to 
attend  and  need  special  assistance,  such 
as  sign  language  interpretation  or  other 
reasonable  accommodations,  should 
contact  the  contact  person  named  below 
in  advance  of  the  meeting. 

Ms.  Joanna  L.  Kieffer,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National  Institute 
of  Mental  Health,  Parklawn  Building, 
room  9-105,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  MD  20857,  Area  Code  301, 
443—4333,  will  provide  a  summary  of 
the  meeting  and  a  roster  of  committee 
members. 

Other  information  pertaining  to  the 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  the 
contact  person  indicated. 

Committee  Name:  Psychobiological, 
Biological,  and  Neuroscience 
Subcommittee,  Mental  Health,  AIDS 
and  Immunology  Review  Committee 
Contact:  Rehana  A.  Chowdhury,  room 
9C-26,  Parklawn  Building, 
Telephone:  301,  443-6470 
Meeting  Date:  July  7-8, 1994. 

Place:  St.  James  Hotel,  950  24th  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20037 
Open:  July  7, 1994,  8:30  a.m.-9  a.m. 
Closed:  July  7,  1994,  9  a.m.-5  p.m.;  July 
8, 1994,  8:30  a.m.-adjoumment 


Committee  Name:  Board  of  Scientific 
Counselors,  NIMH 

Contact:  Jack  D.  Maser,  Ph.D.,  Building 
10,  room  4N224,  Telephone:  301, 
496-4183 

Meeting  Date:  July  18-19, 1994. 

Place:  NIMH  Neuroscience  Research 
Center,  St.  Elizabeths  Hospital,  2700 
Martin  Luther  King  Jr.  Avenue,  SE., 
Washington,  DC  10032 
Open:  July  18,  8:30  a.m.  to  9  a.m. 

Closed:  July  18,  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.;  July  19, 
8;30  a.m.  to  adjournment. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Numbers  93.126,  Small  Business 
Innovation  Research;  93.176,  ADAMHA 
Small  Instrumentation  Program  Grants; 
93.242,  Mental  Health  Research  Grants; 
93.281,  Mental  Research  Scientist 
Development  Award  and  Research  Scientist 
Development  Award  for  Clinicians;  93.282, 
Mental  Health  Research  Service  Awards  for 
Research  Training;  and  93.921,  ADAMHA 
Science  Education  Partnership  Award) 

Dated:  May  20, 1994. 

Susan  K.  Feldman, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12818  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4140-01-M 


Public  Health  Service 

President's  Council  on  Physical 
Fitness  and  Sports 

AGENCY:  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Health. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  sets  forth  the 
schedule  and  proposed  agenda  of  a 
forthcoming  meeting  of  the  President’s 
Council  on  Physical  Fitness  and  Sports. 
This  notice  also  describes  the  functions 
of  the  Council.  Notice  of  this  meeting  is 
required  under  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act. 

DATES:  May  31,  1994,  1:30  p.m. 
ADDRESSES:  The  White  House 
Conference  Center,  Truman  Room,  3rd 
Floor,  726  Jackson  Place  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20500. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Sandra  Perlmutter,  Executive  Director, 
President’s  Council  on  Physical  Fitness 
and  Sports,  701  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
NW.,  suite  250,  Washington,  DC  202/ 
272-3421. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
President’s  Council  on  Physical  Fitness 
and  Sports  operates  under  Executive 
Order  #12345,  as  amended,  and 
subsequent  orders.  The  functions  of  the 
Council  are:  (1)  To  advise  the  President 
and  Secretary  concerning  progress  made 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Executive  Order  and  recommending  to 
the  President  and  Secretary,  as 
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necessary,  actions  to  accelerate  progress; 
(2)  advise  the  President  and  the 
Secretary  on  matters  pertaining  to  the 
ways  and  means  of  enhancing 
opportunities  for  participation  in 
physical  fitness  and  sports  actions  to 
extend  and  improve  physical  activity 
programs  and  services;  (3)  advise  the 
President  and  Secretary  on  State,  local, 
and  private  actions  to  extend  and 
improve  physical  activity  programs  and 
services. 

The  Council  will  hold  this  meeting  to 
apprise  the  members  of  the  national 
program  on  physical  fitness  and  sports, 
to  report  on  ongoing  Council  initiatives, 
and  to  plan  for  future  directions. 

Dated:  May  23, 1994. 

Sandra  Perimutter, 

Executive  Director,  Presidei}t’s  Council  on 
Physical  Fitness  and  Sports. 

IFR  Doc.  94-12901  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  ami 
BILUNQ  CODE  4160-17-M 


Social  Security  Administration 

Statement  of  Organization,  Functions 
and  Delegations  of  Authority 

Part  S  of  the  Statement  of 
Organization,  Functions  and 
Delegations  of  Authority  for  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  covers  the  Social  Security 
Administration  (SSA).  Chapter  S3 
covers  the  Deputy  Commissioner  for 
Programs.  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Subchapter  S3G,  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  is  being  amended  to  reflect 
changes  in  the  organizational 
designations  and  functional 
responsibilities  in  the  Office  of  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  (S3Gp,  Office 
of  Appellate  Operations  (S3GC)  and  the 
Office  of  Management,  Systems  and 
Policy  (S3GX).  Notice  is  further  given 
that  subchapter  S3G  is  being  amended 
to  reflect  the  abolishment  of  the  Office 
of  Civil  Actions  (S3GL).  In  addition,  a 
functional  statement  is  being  inserted 
for  the  Vocational  Expert  and  Medical 
Advisor  Staff  in  the  Office  of  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge.  The  changes 
are  as  follows: 

Section  S3G.10  The  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals — (Organization) 

D.  The  Office  of  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  (S3GJ) 

Establish 

4.  The  Division  of  Medicare  part  B 
(S3GJ5). 


p 

p' 


F.  The  Office  of  Appellate  Operations 
(S3GC) 

Change  Opening  Sentence  To  Read 

“The  Office  of  Appellate  Operations 
(S3GC),  which  includes  the  Executive 
Director  who  also  serves  as  Deputy 
Chair  of  the  Appeals  Council,  the 
Appeals  Coimcil  and  its  Administrative 
Appeals  Judges,  a  Deputy  Director  to  the 
Executive  Director,  and  a  Director  of 
Operations. 

Retitle 

2.  The  Administrative  Support  Staff 
(S3GC4)  To:  “The  Division  of  Program 
Support  (S3GC4).” 

Delete 

3.  The  Retirement  and  Survivors 
Insurance,  Health  Insurance  and 
Supplemental  Security  Income  Staff 
(S3GC5)  in  its  entirety. 

Establish 

3.  The  Medical  Support  Staff 
{S3GCX). 

Retitle 

4.  The  Program  Review  Branch  1 
(S3GC6)  To:  “The  Disability  Program 
Branch  1  (S3GC6).’* 

5.  The  Program  Review  Branch  2 
(S3GC7)  To:  “The  Disability  Program 
Branch  2  (S3GC7).” 

6.  The  Program  Review  Branch  3 
(S3GC8)  To:  “The  Disability  Program 
Branch  3  (S3GC8).” 

7.  The  Program  Review  Branch  4 
IS3GC9)  To:  “The  Disability  Program 
Branch  4  (S3GC9).” 

8.  The  Program  Review  Branch  5 
(S3GCA)  To:  “The  Disability  Program 
Branch  5  (S3GCA).’' 

9.  The  Program  Review  Branch  6 
(S3GCB)  To:  “The  Disability  Program 
Branch  6  (S3GCB).” 

10.  The  Program  Review  Branch  7 
(S3GCC)  To:  “The  Disability  Program 
Branch  7  (S3GCC).” 

11.  The  Program  Review  Branch  8 
(S3GCE)  To:  “The  Disability  Program 
Branch  8  (S3GCE).’’ 

12.  The  Program  Review  Branch  9 
(S3GCG)  To:  “The  Disability  Program 
Branch  9  (S3GCG).” 

13.  The  Program  Review  Branch  10 
(S3GCH)  To:  “The  Disability  Program 
Branch  10  (S3GCH).’’ 

14.  The  Program  Review  Branch  1 1 
(S3GCJ)  To:  “The  Disability  Program 
Branch  11  (S3GCJ).” 

15.  The  Program  Review  Branch  12 
(S3GCK)  To:  “The  Disability  Program 
Branch  12  (S3GCK).” 

16.  The  Program  Review  Branch  13 
(S3GCL)  To:  “The  Disability  Program 
Branch  13  (S3GCL).” 


17.  The  Program  Review  Branch  14 
(S3GCM)  To:  “The  DisabiUty  Program 
Branch  14  (S3GCM).’’ 

18.  The  Program  Review  Branch  15 
(S3GCN)  To:  “The  Disability  Program 
Branch  15  (S3GCN).“ 

19.  The  Program  Review  Branch  16 
(S3GCP)  To:  “The  Disability  Program 
Branch  16  (S3GCP).’' 

Establish 

20.  The  Disability  Program  Branch  17 
(S3GCQ). 

21.  The  Disability  Program  Branch  18 
(S3GCR). 

22.  The  Disability  Program  Branch  19 
(S3GCS). 

23.  The  Health  Insurance  Branch 
(S3GCT). 

24.  The  Retirement  and  Survivors 
Insurance  and  Supplemental  Security 
Income  Branch  (S3GCU). 

25.  The  Court  Case  Preparation  and 
Review  Branch  1  (S3GCV). 

26.  The  Court  Case  Preparation  and 
Review  Branch  2  (S3GCW). 

Delete 

G.  The  Office  of  Civil  Actions  (S3GL)  In 
Its  Entirety 

Establish 

G.  The  Office  of  Policy,  Planning  and 
Evaluation  (S3GK) 

1.  The  Division  of  Litigation  Analysis 
and  Implementation  (S3GK1). 

2.  The  Division  of  Planning  and 
Evaluation  (S3GK2). 

3.  The  Division  of  Policy  (S3GK3). 

Retitle 

H.  The  Office  of  Management,  Systems 
and  Policy  (S3GX)  to  "The  Office  of 
Management  (S3GX)" 

Delete 

2.  The  Division  of  Policy,  Planning 
and  Evaluation  (S3GX2). 

Renumber 

“3“  to  “2”,  “4”  to  “3”,  “5”  to  “4”,  “6“ 
to  “5”  and  "7”  to  “6”. 

Section  S3G.20.  The  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals — (Functions) 

D.  The  Office  of  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  (S3GJ) 

Replace  “seven”  with  “ten”  in  the 
fifth  sentence.  Add  the  following  after 
“coordinates  hearing  office  activities;” 
in  the  last  sentence:  “Preparing, 
reviewing  and  drafting  decisions  and 
dismissals  in  Medicare  part  B  cases:” 

Establish 

3.  The  Vocational  Expert  and  Medical 
Advisor  Staff  (S3GJ2)  formulates, 
develops  and  oversees  the  national 
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progr^  for  recruitment  and  use  of 
Vocational  Experts  and  Medical  Experts 
at  hearings  before  Administrative  Law 
Judges.  On  an  ongoing  basis,  monitors 
Regional  and  Hearing  Office  operations 
regarding  the  program  and  when 
appropriate  provides  guidance  and 
m^es  necessary  changes.  Responsible 
for  monitoring  court  trends  and 
determines  their  impact  on  the  progam 
and  the  need  for  additional  expert 
witnesses.  Is  responsible  for  reviewing 
fees  and  revising  national  fee  schedules 
when  appropriate.  Identifies  the  need 
for  special  studies  or  management 
reviews  of  the  Program. 

4.  The  Division  of  Medicare  part  B 
(S3GJ5)  processes  Medicare  part  B  cases 
on  receipt  from  Health  Care  Financing 
Administration  (HCFA)  contractors. 
Assigns  docket  numbers  and  establishes 
case  control,  identifies  proposed 
exhibits,  prepares  exhibit  files,  drafts 
exhibit  lists.  Identifies  technical 
dismissals  and  drafts  all  orders  of 
dismissal  for  the  signature  of  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge.  Prepares  a 
detailed  analysis  of  the  facts  and  issues 
in  each  case  that  reaches  the  hearing 
level,  including  appropriate  citations  of 
law,  regulations  and  policy,  and 
recommendations  for  development  of 
additional  evidence  or  testimony  from 
the  claimant  or  expert  witnesses  at  the 
hearing.  Researches  the  law,  regulations 
and  relevant  policy  to  resolve  case- 
related  issues  as  necessary.  Drafts  all 
decisions  where  an  on-the-record 
decision  is  requested  and  drafts 
decisions  where  hearings  are  held  by  an 
Administrative  Law  Judge.  Receives 
post-hearing  files  from  Hearing  Offices, 
identifies  and  forwards  favorable 
decisions  to  the  Health  Care  Financing 
Administration  Regional  Office  for 
effectuation.  Maintains  all  relevant  case 
processing  and  workflow  statistics 
relating  to  the  part  B  workload  and 
prepares  all  management  reports.  Serves 
as  custodian  of  all  files  until  full 
appeals  rights  are  exhausted,  that  is, 
through  Appeals  Council  or  court 
action.  Receives  requests  for  Appeals 
Council  review.  Processes  Appeals 
Council  remands  and  obtains  any 
requested  development.  Provides 
technical  and  staff  assistance  to  the 
Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge  and  alt 
Administrative  Law  Judges  concerning 
the  adjudication  of  Medicare  part  B 
cases. 

F  The  Office  of  Appellate  Operations 
(S3GC) 

Add  As  the  Second  Paragraph: 

The  Office  of  Appellate  Operations 
{S3GC)  is  also  responsible  for  OHA 
action  on  cases  in  which  a  civil  suit  has 


been  filed,  including  actions  on  new 
court  case  requests  for  voluntary 
remand  and  court  remands.  Provides 
professional  and  technical  advice  to  the 
Associate  Commissioner,  the  Appeals 
Council,  the  Chief  Administrative  Law 
Judge  and  other  OHA  officials  in  all 
litigated  cases  involving  claims  for 
benefits  filed  under  Titles  II,  XVI  and 
XVIII  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as 
amended,  and  Title  IV  of  the  Federal 
Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety  Act  of 
1969,  as  amended;  claims  to  establish 
dependency  status  under  Title  II  of  the 
Act;  claims  for  individual  enrollment  to 
participate  under  parts  A  and/or  part  B 
of  Title  XVIII  of  the  Act;  and  claims  by 
hospitals,  skilled  nursing  facilities  and 
independent  laboratories  seeking 
certification  or  continued  certification 
under  the  Social  Security  Act.  Tracks 
and  analyzes  court  case  trends  and 
disseminates  information  to  guide 
adjudicators  with  respect  to  case  law,  to 
implement  an  effective  appeals  strategy, 
and  to  identify  areas  and  make 
recommendations  as  to  policies  which 
need  to  be  developed  and/or  clarified, 
new  regulations  which  need  to  be 
developed,  or  clarifying  legislation 
which  should  be  sought. 

Retitle 

2.  The  Administrative  Support  Staff 
(S3GC4)  To:  “  The  Division  of  Program 
Support  (S3GC4)."  Delete  statement 
beginning  with  “under”  and  replace 
with  the  following: 

2.  “Under  the  direction  of  the  Director 
of  Operations  of  the  Office  of  Appellate 
Operations,  provides  support  services  to 
Appeals  Council  Members,  including 
reconstruction  of  lost  claim  files  and 
receiving  and  analyzing  fee  petitions. 
Provides  reprographic  services  in 
preparation  of  the  official  answer  to 
civil  actions  filed  against  the  Secretary 
of  DHHS  under  Titles  II.  XVI.  and  XVIII 
of  the  Social  Security  Act,  as  amended, 
and  Title  IV  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine 
Health  and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  as 
amended.  This  includes  reproduction  of 
documents  for  all  individual  litigant 
cases  as  well  as  class  action  cases  and 
discovery  requests.  Manages  equipment, 
personnel  and  facilities  necessary  to 
ensure?  timely  provision  of  reprographic 
services.  Controls  and  maintains  alt 
requests  for  transcription  of  hearing 
cassettes  and  performs  audit  functions 
for  hearing  transcripts  returned  from  the 
private  contractor.” 

Delete  in  Its  Entirety 

3.  The  Retirement  and  Sur\  ivors 
Insurance.  Health  Insurance  and 
Supplemental  Security  Income  Staff 
{S3GC5). 


Establish 

3.  The  Medical  Support  Staff  (S3GCX) 
provides  expert  professional  judgment 
to  the  Appeals  Council  on  individual 
disability  and  health  insurance  claims. 
The  Medical  Support  Staff  also  provides 
informational,  advisory  and  consultant 
services  to  Administrative  Appeals 
Judges  and  their  support  staff  on  matters 
of  interpretation  and  application  of 
national  policy  on  SSA  and  OHA 
disability  criteria  and  regulations.  It 
consists  of  staff  physicians,  consulting 
physicians,  and  support  staff.  The 
qualifications  of  these  physicians  are 
representative  of  the  major  medical 
specialities.  Each  physician  is  familiar 
with  the  pertinent  provisions  of  the 
Social  Security  Rules  and  Regulations. 
The  physicians  conduct  training 
seminars  for  the  Appeals  Council  and 
its  support  staff  and  newly  appointed 
Administrative  Law  Judges.  They 
review  disability  evaluation  training 
manuals  for  consistency  and  national 
uniformity.  The  Medical  Support  Staff 
represents  OHA  in  contacts  with 
appropriate  professional  affiliations  to 
promote  understanding  of  OHA 
practices  and  problems  in  the 
evaluation  of  disability.  It  advises  and 
participates  with  the  Appeals  Program 
Officer  and  Executive  Director  of  OAO 
in  the  recruitment,  selection  and 
training  of  the  medical  consultant  staff. 
The  Medical  Support  Staff  coordinates 
with  the  Office  of  Disability  and 
International  Operations  all  matters  of 
joint  interest  in  the  area  of  medical 
disability  evaluation. 

Establish 

20.  The  Disability  Program  Branch  17 
(S3GCQ). 

21.  The  Disability  Program  Branch  18 
(S3GCR). 

22.  The  Disability  Program  Branch  19 
(S3GCS). 

Add  as  the  Last  Five  Sentences 

4. -22.  The  Disability  Program 
Branches  (S3GC6-9  and  S3GCA-S). 
Analyze  and  recommend  action  on 
cases  referred  by  the  Office  of  C^neral 
Counsel  (OGC)  for  consideration  of 
whether  remand  should  be  requested  at 
the  Secretary’s  motion.  Recommend  to 
OGC  defense  on  the  record  of  certain 
litigated  cases  if  further  administrative 
action  is  not  warranted.  Analyze  and 
recommend  action  of  cases  remanded  by 
the  courts.  Prepare  affidavits  and  related 
correspondence;  and,  as  necessary, 
prepare  comprehensive  decisions  and 
remand  orders  for  the  signature  of  the 
Executive  Director  and  other 
Administrative  Appeals  Judges  in  civil 
action  cases. 
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Establish 

23.  The  Health  Insurance  Branch 
(S3GCT)  serves  as  a  support  staff  for  the 
Appeals  Council  in  reviewing 
Administrative  Law  Judge  (ALJ) 
decisions  and  dismissals  involving 
claims  to  establish  entitlement  to  Health 
Insurance  benefits  under  Title  XVIII  of 
the  Social  Security  Act,  including 
claims  for  individual  enrollment  to 
participate  under  Parts  A  and/or  B  of 
Title  XVIII  and  claims  by  hospitals, 
skilled  nursing  facilities  and 
independent  laboratories  seeking 
certification  under  the  Social  Security 
Act.  Advises  the  Appeals  Council  on  all 
matters  relating  to  entitlement  to 
benefits  under  the  Social  Secxuity  Act, 
as  amended,  for  health  insurance 
claims,  and  supports  the  Appeals 
Council  in  all  phases  of  its  review 
function  as  the  final  step  in  the 
administrative  appeals  process.  Acting 
on  behalf  of  the  Appeals  Council, 
undertakes  necessary  development  and 
responds  to  such  administrative  matters 
as  requests  for  extensions  of  time  to 
submit  additional  evidence,  requests  for 
copies  of  exhibits  firom  the  claim  file 
and  requests  for  copies  of  the  hearing 
cassette  or  transcript  of  the  hearing. 
Following  an  analysis  of  the  record  eind 
any  additional  evidence  and/or 
argument  submitted,  and  applying  a 
thorough  knowledge  of  applicable  case 
law,  examines  hearing  decisions  and 
other  final  actions  of  the  Administrative 
Law  Judge  and  requests  for  Appeals 
Council  review  and  makes 
recommendations  to  the  Administrative 
Appeals  Judges  as  to  what  action  should 
be  taken  on  cases  |>ending  before  the 
Council.  Recommendations  include 
whether  own  motion  review  should  be 
taken  or  review  granted  and  the 
appropriate  course  of  action  if 
jurisdiction  is  assumed,  including 
issuing  a  decision,  dismissal,  or  remand 
of  the  case  to  an  Administrative  Law 
Judge.  The  staff  initiates  implementing 
action  on  behalf  of  the  Administrative 
Appeals  Judges  including  drafting 
comprehensive  decisions  and  orders. 
Analyzes  and  recommends  action  on 
cases  referred  by  CXJC  for  consideration 
of  whether  remand  should  be  requested 
at  the  Secretary’s  motion.  Recommends 
to  OGC  defense  on  the  record  of  certain 
litigated  cases  if  further  administrative 
action  is  not  warranted.  Analyzes  and 
recommends  action  of  cases  remanded 
by  the  courts.  Prepares  affidavits  and 
related  correspondence;  and,  as 
necessary,  prepares  comprehensive 
decisions  and  remand  orders  for  the 
signature  of  the  Executive  Director  and 
other  Administrative  Appeals  Judges  in 
civil  action  cases. 


24.  The  Retirement  and  Survivors 
Insurance  and  Supplemental  Seciirity 
Income  Branch  (S3GCU)  serves  as  a 
support  staff  for  the  Appeals  Council  in 
reviewing  Administrative  Law  Judge 
decisions  and  dismissals  involving 
claims  to  establish  entitlement  and  the 
amount  of  benefits  in  old-age,  survivors 
and  disability  imder  Title  II  of  the 
Social  Security  Act;  and  claims  to 
establish  ehgibility  for  and  benefits 
payable  in  Title  XVI  cases.  Advises  the 
Appeals  Council  on  all  matters  relating 
to  entitlement  to  benefits  under  the 
Social  Security  Act  and  supports  the 
Appeals  Council  in  all  phases  of  its 
review  function  as  the  final  step  in  the 
administrative  appeals  process.  Acting 
on  behalf  of  the  Appeals  Council,  the 
staff  undertakes  necessary  development 
and  responds  to  such  administrative 
matters  as  requests  for  extensions  of 
time  to  submit  additional  evidence, 
requests  for  copies  of  exhibits  from  the 
claim  file  and  requests  for  copies  of  the 
hearing  cassette  or  transcript  of  the 
hearing.  Following  an  analysis  of  the 
record  and  any  additional  evidence  and/ 
or  argument  submitted  and  applying  a 
thorough  knowledge  of  applicable  case 
law,  examines  hearing  decisions  and 
other  final  actions  of  &e  Administrative 
Law  Judge  and  requests  for  Appeals 
Council  review  and  makes 
recommendations  to  the  Administrative 
Appeals  Judges  Member  as  to  what 
action  should  be  taken  on  cases  pending 
before  the  Council  whether  before  or 
after  a  civil  action  is  filed. 
Recommendations  include  whether  own 
motion  review  should  be  taken  or 
review  granted  and  the  appropriate 
course  of  action  if  jurisdiction  is 
assumed,  including  issuing  a  decision, 
dismissal,  or  remand  of  the  case  to  an 
Administrative  Law  Judge.  The  staff 
initiates  implementing  action  on  behalf 
of  the  Administrative  Appeals  Judges 
including  drafting  comprehensive 
decisions  and  orders.  Analyzes  and 
recommends  action  on  cases  referred  by 
OGC  for  consideration  of  whether 
remand  should  be  requested  at  the 
Secretary’s  motion.  Recommends  to 
OGC  defense  on  the  record  of  certain 
litigated  cases  if  further  administrative 
action  is  not  warranted.  Analyzes  and 
recommends  action  of  cases  remanded 
by  the  courts.  Prepares  affidavits  and 
related  correspondence;  and,  as 
necessary,  prepares  comprehensive 
decisions  and  remand  orders  for  the 
signature  of  the  Executive  Director  and 
other  Administrative  Appeals  Judges  in 
civil  actions  cases. 

25.-26.  The  Court  Case  Preparation 
and  Review  Branches  1-2  (S3GCV- 
S3GCW)  serve  as  a  support  staff  to  the 


Office  of  Appellate  Operations.  Prepare 
remand  orders  and  affidavits  and  related 
correspondence.  Within  published 
guidelines,  recommend  to  OGC  defense 
on  the  record  for  certain  litigated  cases 
if  further  administrative  action  is  not 
warranted.  Analyze  and  recommend 
action  on  cases  remanded  by  the  courts. 
Prepares  all  court  transcripts  and 
controls  and  maintains  all  certified 
records  of  claims  at  the  civil  actions 
level. 

Delete 

G.  The  Office  of  Civil  Actions  (S3GL)  In 
Its  Entirety 

Establish 

G.  The  Office  of  Policy,  Planning  and 
Evaluation  (S3GK)  plans,  analyzes  and 
develops  OHA-wide  policy  for  the 
hearings,  appeals  and  civil  actions 
processes.  Manages  the  overall  OHA 
policy  commxmications  system.  Is 
responsible  for  OHA  activity  with 
respect  to  Social  Secxudty  regulations, 
including  developing  an  OHA  position 
with  respect  to  program  regulations 
proposed  by  SSA  components.  Monitors 
OHA’s  implementation  of  program 
regulations  governing  the  heeirings  and 
appeals  process.  Plans  and  conducts  a 
comprehensive  OHA-wide  evaluation 
program  designed  to  support  OHA 
policy  and  regulatory  initiatives  and 
measure  the  overall  effectiveness  of  the 
nationwide  hearings  and  appeals 
process.  Provides  advice  and  guidance 
throughout  OHA  on  matters  involving 
program  policies,  planning  and 
evaluation.  Coordinates  policy, 
planning  and  evaluation  matters  within 
OHA,  with  other  SSA  components  and 
with  HCFA,  OGC  and  other  HHS 
components,  other  Federal  agencies  and 
private  organizations.  Responsible  for 
SSA  policy  with  respect  to  claimant 
representation  and  the  fees  charged  for 
these  services.  Develops  and 
coordinates  program  training  in 
conjunction  wiA  appropriate  OHA, 
SSA,  HCFA,  HHS  and  OGC 
components.  Develops  and  implements 
an  appeals  strategy,  in  conjunction  with 
other  OHA  components,  that  identifies 
the  issues  and  types  of  cases  which 
OHA  believes  should  be  appealed. 
Captures  court  trend  information  for 
dissemination  to  other  components  to 
assist  in  formulating  the  Agency’s 
litigation  strategy  and  improving  the 
adjudication  process. 

1.  The  Division  of  Litigation  Analysis 
and  Implementation  (S3GK1)  develops 
and  implements,  in  conjunction  with 
other  OHA  comp>onents,  an  appeals 
strategy  that  identifies  the  issues  and 
types  of  cases  which  OHA  believes 
should  be  appealed.  Captures  court 
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trend  information  for  dissemination  to 
other  components  to  assist  in 
formulating  the  agency’s  litigation 
strategy  and  improving  the  adjudication 
process.  Develops  and  maintains  a 
compendium  of  circuit  court  case  law 
with  systems-based  access.  Tracks 
pending  class  actions,  forecasts 
potential  workload  impact,  and  makes 
recommendations  to  workload 
components  regarding  workload  impact. 
Uses  court  trend  information  to  identify 
and  make  appropriate  recommendations 
with  respect  to  areas  in  which  policies 
need  to  be  developed  and/or  clarified, 
new  regulations  need  to  be  developed, 
or  clarifying  legislation  should  be 
sought.  Prepares  and  updates  significant 
court  case  requirements  used  in 
reviewing  court  cases.  Uses  court  trend 
information  to  identify  areas  where 
additional  training  is  needed  or  other 
measures  are  needed  to  improve 
defensibility.  Advises  the  Associate 
Commissioner,  the  Chief  Administrative 
Law  Judge  and  other  OHA  officials,  as 
appropriate,  of  significant  cases  and 
trends  and  of  litigation  issues  which 
may  require  revision  of  operating 
instructions,  and  assists  with  the 
preparation  of  the  instructions. 
Coordinates  OHA’s  views  on  proposed 
Social  Security  Acquiescence  Rulings. 

In  response  to  OHA-identified  cases  and 
to  requests  for  appeals 
recommendations  from  the  Litigation 
Staff,  Office  of  the  Deputy 
Commissioner  for  Programs,  obtains  the 
views  of  affected  OHA  components  and 
formulates  an  OHA  position  on  appeal. 
Maintains  liaison  with  OGC  and  the 
Litigation  Staffs  of  the  Office  of  the 
Deputy  Commissioner  for  Programs  and 
the  Office  of  Disability  to  coordinate  the 
settlement  of  class  actions  and  class 
action  implementation.  In  coordination 
with  the  Office  of  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  and  other 
OHA  components,  develops  instructions 
for  OHA  implementation  of  class  action 
orders  and  monitors  implementation. 
Serves  as  a  focal  point  for  questions 
ft’om  OHA  adjudicators  concerning  class 
action  orders.  Responds  to  requests  from 
OGC  and  the  SSA  Litigation  Staff 
regarding  OHA’s  procedures,  statistics 
and  other  information  with  respect  to 
OHA  operations  requested  in  the  course 
of  litigation.  Coordinates  OHA’s 
response  to  discovery  requests, 
including  maintaining  a  central  file  of 
information  disclosed.  Administers  and 
coordinates  the  Freedom  of  Information 
Act  and  Privacy  Act  provisions  for 
OHA. 

2.  The  Division  of  Planning  and 
Evaluation  (S3GK2)  develops, 
coordinates  and  conducts  a 


comprehensive  OHA-wide  program  of 
studies  and  analyses  of  the  application 
of  and  compliance  with  SSA  and  OHA 
policies  and  procedures  in  all  phases  of 
OHA’s  hearings  and  appeals  processes 
and  the  quality  of  results  achieved. 
Provides  advice  and  assistance  to  other 
OHA  components  in  designing  and 
implementing  appropriate  systems  and 
procedures  for  collecting,  recording, 
analyzing  and  evaluating  data  pertinent 
to  assessing  the  quality  of  work 
emanating  from  the  hearings  and 
appeals  processes.  Conducts  studies  of 
policy  implementation  within  OHA. 
Conducts  special  studies  and  analyses 
of  the  timeliness  of  the  hearings  and 
appeals  process,  OHA  workloads  and/or 
results  to  develop  OHA 
recommendations  for  SSA  policy  and 
procedural  changes  or  other  corrective 
managerial  initiatives.  Identifies 
problem  areas  and  deficiencies  in 
policies,  policy  application,  methods 
and  procedures  and  recommends 
corrective  action.  Develops  techniques 
and  systems  for  conducting  evaluations 
of  the  substantive  and  technical  aspects 
of  claims  throughout  OHA.  Designs  and 
conducts  a  variety  of  program 
evaluation  studies  and  analyses  in 
support  of  OHA  program  policy  and 
administrative  initiatives  and 
coordinates  OHA  action  on  initiatives 
for  simplifying  the  appeals  process. 
Designs  and  conducts  various  program 
integrity  studies  and  analyses  of  OHA 
processes  and  operations  to  ensure  that 
OHA  programs,  policies  and  practices 
are  consistent  with  the  highest 
standards  of  integrity  and  equity.  ” 
Analyzes  the  results  of  OHA’s 
evaluation  systems  to  determine 
deviations  from  statutory,  regulatory, 
f>olicy,  or  procedural  requirements  and/ 
or  from  established  administrative 
quality  standards.  Assesses  the 
compatibility  of  operating  results  with 
program  philosophy  and  objectives,  and 
recommends  corrective  action  to 
program  managers  and  other  OHA 
officials. 

3.  The  Division  of  Policy  (S3GK3) 
plans,  develops  and  coordinates  the 
preparation  of  regulations,  policies  and 
guidelines  for  the  hearings,  appeals, 
civil  actions  and  claimant 
representation  processes  under  Titles  II, 
XVn  and  XVIIl  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  as  amended,  and  under  Title  IV  of 
the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety- 
Act  of  1969,  as  amended.  Ensures  that 
operating  procedures  and  instructions 
developed  to  implement  the  hearings 
and  appeals  process  conform  with 
national  SSA  and  OHA  policy.  Provides 
advisory  services,  consultation,  and  staff 
assistance  to  other  components  of  OHA. 


Maintains  an  effective  system  for 
communicating  policy  positions 
through  program  guides  and  directives 
and  informational  notices  necessary  for 
an  effective  hearings  and  appeals 
process.  Develops  and  maintains 
publications,  informational  materials, 
references  and  forms  on  the  hearings, 
appeals,  claimant  representation  and 
civil  actions  processes.  Maintains 
ongoing  liaison  with  SSA,  HCFA,  HHS, 
OGC  and  others  with  respect  to 
program,  legislative  and  policy  matters. 
Develops  and  coordinates  benefit 
program  policy  and  regulatory  activity 
for  OHA.  Reviews,  coordinates, 
develops  and  comments  on  program 
regulations,  rulings,  and  other  program 
instructions  emanating  from  SSA,  HHS 
and  other  administrative  law  bodies  that 
may  influence  or  impact  on  OHA  policy 
areas.  Reviews  current  and  developing 
trends  in  administrative  law  and 
litigation;  analyzes  and  prepares  policy- 
recommendations;  and  develops  long- 
range  and  short-range  plans  for  hearing 
and  appeals  policy  matters  and  OHA’s 
implementation  of  benefit  program 
policy  matters.  Develops  and 
coordinates  program  training  in 
conjunction  with  other  OHA 
components  and  SSA,  HCFA,  HHS  and 
OGC  program  components. 

Retitle 

H.  The  Office  of  Management,  Systems 
and  Policy  (S3GX)  to  “The  Office  of 
Management  (S3GXI” 

Delete  First  Three  Ssentences  and 
Replace  With  the  Following 

The  Office  of  Management  provides 
administrative  support  to  the  Associate 
Commissioner  for  all  management  and 
systems  related  activities  for  OHA. 
Coordinates  with  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  with  respect 
to  management  and  systems  support 
functions  w-hich  affect  the  field 
operations. 

Renumber 

"3”  to  ”2".  “4”  to  “3".  “5”  to  "4”.  "6’' 
to  “5”  and  “7”  to  "6”. 

Dated:  May  9, 1994. 

Ruth  A.  Pierce, 

Deputy  Commissioner,  for  Human  Resources 
(FR  Doc.  94-12890  Filed  .‘>-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BIUINO  CODE  419a-2»-f> 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Planning  and 
Development 

[Docket  No.  N-94-3783:  FR-3710-N-011 

Notice  of  UDAG  Retention  and 
Recapture  Programs 

AGENCY;  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Community  Planning  and 
Development,  HUD. 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  Notice  announces  the 
implementation  of  the  HUD  Retention 
and  Recapture  Programs  (collectively 
the  "Program”)  described  in  section 
119(t)  of  the  Housing  and  Community 
Development  Act  of  1974,  as  amended 
(the  "Act”).  Funds  retained  through 
recipient  participation  in  the  Retention 
Program  shall  be  used  to  increase  and 
enhance  the  use  of  section  108(q) 
economic  development  grants  (subject 
to  HUD  approval  of  such  section  108(q) 
grants  and  related  section  108  loan 
guarantees)  or  for  economic 
development  activities  eligible  under 
Title  I  of  the  Act.  Funds  available  to  the 
Secretary  under  section  119  of  the  Act 
as  of  October  1, 1993,  or  relinquished  to 
HUD  pursuant  to  the  Retention  and 
Recapture  Agreement,  may  be  used  by 
HUD  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  119(o)  of  the  Act,  including 
the  making  of  section  108(q)  grants  in 
support  of  section  108  loan  guarantees. 

This  Notice  contains  information 
about  the  purpose  of  the  Program, 
including  its  duration;  and  recipient 
rights  and  responsibilities  under  the 
Program.  The  Notice  also  informs  UDAG 
recipients  how  to  respond  to  the  Notice. 
DATES:  The  Retention  Program  is  in 
effect  ft'om  May  26, 1994,  and  expires 
on  August  24, 1994;  (the  "Expiration 
Date”).  Thereafter,  recipients  shall  no 
longer  have  any  right  to  enter  into  an 
agreement  with  the  Secretary  for  the 
purpose  of  participating  in  the 
Retention  Program.  The  Secretary  will 
not  recapture  any  unexpended  funds 
before  the  Expiration  Date. 

ADDRESSES:  The  written  agreement  by 
the  recipient  to  participate  in  the 
Retention  Program  and  its 
unconditional  and  irrevocable  release  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  remainder  of  the 
UDAG  funds  under  its  grant  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  119(t)  of  the  Act  must  be 
received  at  HUD’s  Office  of  Economic 
Development,  Office  of  Community 
Planning  and  Development,  451 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  room  7136, 


Washington,  DC  20410,  Attn:  Mr.  Roy  O. 
Priest,  Director,  on  or  before  the 
Expiration  Date. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Roy 
O.  Priest,  Director,  at  the  above  address; 
(202)  708-2290;  TDD  for  the  hearing-  or 
speech-impaired,  (202)  708-2565. 
Inquiries  may  also  be  faxed  to  (202) 
708-7543.  (These  are  not  toll-free 
numbers.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Purpose  and  Substantive  Description 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to 
establish  criteria  and  grant  conditions 
under  the  Retention  Program  for  the  use 
by  UDAG  recipients  of  a  percentage  of 
the  remaining  unexpended  balance 
under  their  UDAG  grant  agreements  for 
economic  development  activities  under 
a  new  grant  agreement  imder  section 
1 19(t).  The  Notice  implements  the 
amendments  made  to  section  119  of  the 
Act  by  section  232(c)  of  the  Multifamily 
Housing  Property  Disposition  Reform 
Act  (Pub.  L.  103-233,  approved  April 

II,  1994). 

II.  Affected  UDAG  Grants 

UDAG  grants  with  unexpended  grant 
funds  remaining  on  the  date  of  the 
issuance  of  this  Notice  are  affected  by 
this  Notice.  In  particular,  the  following 
types  of  grants  are  directly  affected: 

(1)  UDAG  grants  which  are  in  default. 
These  include,  for  example,  grants 
where  (i)  the  required  legally  binding 
commitments  (LBCs)  have  not  been 
approved  by  HUD;  (ii)  the  recipient  has 
violated  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
UDAG  grant  agreement  pertaining  to  the 
payment  of  wages  pursuant  to  the  Davis- 
Bacon  requirements,  applicable 
environmental  laws,  rules,  regulations, 
etc.,  or  other  requirements  of  the  grant 
agreement;  (iii)  the  recipient/developer 
of  the  project  has  failed  to  complete  its 
work  pertaining  to  the  project  within 
the  timeframe  set  forth  in  the  grant 
agreement;  (iv)  the  developer  is  in 
bankruptcy  or  is  insolvent  and  unable  to 
proceed  with  the  development  of  the 
project;  or  (v)  there  is  a  default  by  the 
developer  under  the  terms  of  a  superior 
mortgage  and/or  a  foreclosure  by  a 
lender  on  the  project. 

(2)  UDAG  grants  which  are  not  in 
default  on  or  before  the  Expiration  Date 
but  have  not  had  all  the  required  LBCs 
approved  by  HUD. 

(3)  UDAG  grants  which  have  received 
HUD  approval  of  all  required  LBCs  but 
which  still  have  unexpended  grant 
funds  remaining  as  of  the  date  of  the 
issuance  of  this  Notice,  or  are  in  default, 
and  the  unexpended  grant  funds  cannot 
be  spent  before  the  Expiration  Date. 

This  does  not  include  active  grants 


which  are  not  in  default  and  for  which 
it  is  expected  that  the  grant  funds  will 
be  expended  after  the  Expiration  Date. 

For  all  such  affected  grants,  the 
recipient  may  agree  with  the  Secretary 
on  or  before  the  Expiration  Date  to 
retain  a  percentage  of  the  unexpended 
funds  for  use  imder  a  Retention  and 
Recapture  Agreement  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  section  119(t)  of 
the  Act  within  a  timeframe  to  be 
established  by  the  Secretary  in  the 
agreement  (see  Section  III(3)  of  this 
Notice),  provided  the  recipient  shall 
relinquish  any  and  all  claims 
whatsoever  to  the  balance  of  the  grant 
funds,  which  will  be  recaptured  by  the 
Secretary. 

III.  Retention  Program 

This  Notice  permits  UDAG  recipients 
to  elect  to  retain  the  percentages 
specified  below  of  the  grant  funds 
which  remain  unexpended  upon  the 
date  of  the  issuance  of  this  Notice  for 
use  by  the  recipient  as  follows: 

(1)  Thirty-three  percent  (33%)  of  such 
unexpended  eunounts  if: 

(a)  The  recipient  agrees  to  expend  not 
less  than  one-half  of  the  amount 
retained  for  activities  to  be  authorized 
pursuant  to  a  grant  approved  by  HUD 
under  section  108(q)  of  the  Act  and  to 
expend  such  funds  in  conjunction  with 
a  loan  guarantee  approved  by  HUD 
under  section  108  of  the  Act  at  least 
equal  to  twice  the  amount  of  the  funds 
received  (application  must  be  made  for 
such  loan  guarantee  within  six  (6) 
months  of  the  Expiration  Date  and  such 
approvals  must  be  granted  by  HUD 
within  twelve  (12)  months  after  the 
Expiration  Date);  and 

(b)  (i)  The  recipient  agrees  to  use  the 
remainder  of  the  amount  retained  for 
economic  development  activities 
eligible  under  Title  I  of  the  Act;  and 

(li)  Except  when  waived  by  the 
Secretary  in  the  case  of  a  severely 
distressed  jurisdiction,  not  more  than 
one-half  of  the  costs  of  activities  under 
this  subparagraph  (b)  are  paid  for  from 
such  unexpended  amounts;  or 

(2)  Twenty-five  percent  (25%)  of  such 
unexpended  amounts  if: 

(a)  The  recipient  agrees  to  expend 
such  funds  for  economic  development 
activities  eligible  under  Title  I  of  the 
Act;  and 

(b)  Except  when  waived  by  the 
Secretary  in  the  case  of  a  severely 
distressed  jurisdiction,  not  more  than 
one-half  of  the  costs  of  such  activities 
are  paid  for  from  such  unexpended 
amount. 

A  "severely  distressed  jurisdiction”  is 
one  in  which  (i)  the  family  poverty  rate 
was  equal  to  or  greater  than  125  percent 
of  the  national  family  poverty  rate 
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during  the  calendar  year  for  which  the 
most  recent  data  are  available,  as 
determined  according  to  information  of 
the  Bureau  of  the  Census,  or  (ii)  per 
capita  income  was  less  than  75  percent 
of  the  national  per  capita  income  during 
the  calendar  year  for  which  the  most 
recent  data  are  available,  as  determined 
according  to  information  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Census. 

(3)  All  UDAG  grant  funds  retained  by 
the  recipient  under  the  provisions  of 
subparagraph  (l)(a)  of  this  Section  III 
must  be  expended  by  the  recipient  for 
the  activities  set  forth  therein  within  the 
period  of  time  to  be  established  under 
the  section  108(q)  grants. 

(4)  If  and  when  approved  by  HUD,  all 
funds  retained  by  the  recipient  under 
the  provisions  of  subparagraphs  (l)(b){i) 
and  (2)  of  this  Section  III  must  be 
actually  expended  by  the  recipient  for 
the  activities  set  forth  therein  within 
twenty-four  (24)  months  from  the 
Expiration  Etete. 

(5)  Failure  by  the  recipient  to  expend 
such  retained  grant  funds  for  the 
aforesaid  purposes  within  the 
applicable  time  period  shall  be  a  default 
under  the  terms  of  the  Retention  and 
Recapture  Agreement. 

(6)  The  expenditure  by  the  recipient 
of  the  retained  funds  will  be  subject  to 
applicable  regulations  and  requirements 
for  the  particular  use,  i.e.,  for  section 
108{q)  grants,  the  use  will  be  subject  to 
approval  of  the  section  108{q)  grant  and 
thereafter  to  applicable  regulations  and 
requirements  for  the  activities  approved: 
and  for  funds  to  be  used  for  economic 
development  activities  under  Title  I,  all 
regulations  and  requirements  applicable 
to  the  use  of  CDBG  funds  for  such 
activities  will  apply. 

IV.  Retention  and  Recapture  Agreement 

The  Retention  and  Recapture 
Agreement  shall  supersede  the  Grant 
Agreement  insofar  as  the  same  pertains 
to  the  funds  retained  by  the  recipient. 
Copies  of  the  form  of  the  Retention  and 
Recapture  Agreement  can  be  obtained 
by  the  recipients  from  HUD’s  Office  of 
Economic  Development,  at  the  address 
and  telephone  numbers  listed  at  the 
beginning  of  this  Notice,  thirty  (30)  days 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
Notice.  Recipients  who  elect  to  retain  a 
percentage  of  the  unexpended  grant 
funds,  as  set  forth  above,  must  indicate 
in  the  agreement  the  percentage  it  elects 
to  retain  and  cause  the  signed  agreement 
to  be  received  by  the  Secretary  on  or 
before  the  Expiration  Date. 

In  the  event  €my  affected  recipient 
shall  fail  to  elect  to  fiarticipate  in  the 
Retention  Program  on  or  before  the 
Expiration  Date,  the  Secretary  intends  to 
terminate  after  the  Expiration  Date  grant 


agreements  which  are  in  default,  and 
proceed  to  recover  any  unspent  UDAG 
funds  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act.  Unspent  (or  unexpended) 
UDAG  funds  means  UDAG  funds  not 
obligated  by  the  recipient  and/or 
developer  for  reimbursement  of  eligible 
costs  paid  or  incurred  on  the  UDAG 
project  on  or  before  the  Expiration  Date. 
UDAGs  not  in  default  or  not  being 
closed  out  will  not  be  recaptured  except 
as  permitted  by  the  Act.  HUD  will  make 
technical  assistance  available  upon 
request  by  any  affected  recipient 
regarding  any  UDAG  grants,  to  discuss 
the  recipient’s  options  under  this 
Notice,  or  regarding  any  projects 
proposed  to  be  initiated  pursuant  to  the 
Retention  and  Recapture  Agreement. 

Dated:  May  19. 1994. 

Andrew  Cuomo, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Community  Planning 
and  Development. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12821  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  4210-2S-P 


[Docket  No.  R-94-1698;  FR-3555-N-01] 

Government  National  Mortgage 
Association;  Real  Estate  Mortgage 
Investment  Conduit 

AGENCY:  Government  National  Mortgage 
Association.  HUD. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  GNMA  REMIC 
Program  Implementation. 

SUMMARY:  The  Government  National 
Mortgage  Association  (“Ginnie  Mae”)  is 
implementing  a  new  program  under 
which  Ginnie  Mae  will  guarantee 
multiclass  mortgage-backed  securities 
issued  by  trusts,  each  of  which  will 
elect  to  he  treated  as  a  Real  Estate 
Mortgage  Investment  Conduit 
(“REMIC”).  The  program  is  intended  to: 
(1)  Benefit  borrowers  using  federally 
insured  or  guaranteed  mortgages  by 
increasing  investment  demand  for  the 
single  class  Ginnie  Mae  guaranteed 
mortgage-backed  securities  (“MBS”) 
that  are  backed  by  these  mortgages,  and 
which  will  be  the  assets  of  the  REMIC 
trusts,  thus  reducing  financing  costs  for 
these  mortgages:  and  (2)  raise  revenues 
through  the  receipt  of  guarantee  fees  by 
Giimie  Mae.  The  Ginnie  Mae  REMIC 
program  will  be  implemented  in  two 
stages:  An  initial  stage,  which  will  have 
a  limited  number  of  participants  and 
REMIC  transactions,  and  a  full 
participmtion  stage. 

The  statute  authorizing  the  Giimie 
Mae  REMIC  program  provides  for 
implementation  of  the  program  by 
publication  of  a  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  This  Notice  is  being  published 
prior  to  implementation  of  the  initial 


stage,  and  provides  opportunity  to 
submit  comments.  A  supplemental 
notice  will  be  published  prior  to 
implementation  of  the  full  participation 
stage,  and  will  provide  another 
opportunity  to  submit  comments,  after 
which  a  final  rule  will  be  issued. 

DATES:  Effective  date:  May  26, 1994. 

Comments  due  date;  July  25, 1994. 
ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  comments  regarding 
this  Notice  to  the  Office  of  General 
Counsel,  Rules  Docket  Clerk,  room 
10276,  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  Washington,  DC 
20410-0500.  Communications  should 
refer  to  the  above  docket  number  and 
title.  A  copy  of  each  communication 
submitted  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  and  copying  on  weekdays 
between  7:30  a.m.  and  5:30  p.m.  at  the 
above  address.  Facsimile  (FAX) 
comments  are  not  acceptable. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Guy 
S.  Wilson,  Vice  President,  Government 
National  Mortgage  Association,  room 
6151,  451  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20410-9000,  telephone 
(202)  401-8970.  Hearing  or  speech- 
impaired  individuals  may  call  HUD’s 
TDD  number  (202)  708-3649.  (These 
telephone  numbers  are  not  toll-free.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background 

Ginnie  Mae  was  created  in  1968  as  a 
wholly-owned  Government  corporation 
within  the  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development.  As  set  out  in  Title 
III  of  the  National  Housing  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1716  et  seq.),  Ginnie  Mae  was 
established  to  assist  in  the  movement  of 
funds  from  investors  into  the  housing 
market.  Ginnie  Mae’s  most  effective  tool 
in  accomplishing  this  mission  has  been 
the  Ginnie  Mae  guaranteed  MBS. 
Through  its  MBS  program,  Ginnie  Mae 
guarantees  the  timely  payment  of 
principal  and  interest  on  securities 
issued  by  private  institutions  and 
backed  by  pools  of  mortgage  loans 
which  are  insured  or  guaranteed  by  the 
Federal  Housing  Administration,  the 
Department  of  Veterans  Affairs,  and  the 
Farmers  Home  Administration 
(“Government  mortgages”).  Ginnie  Mae 
MBS  are  sought  by  investors  because  the 
full  faith  and  credit  of  the  United  States 
stands  behind  the  Ginnie  Mae 
guarantee. 

Eligible  mortgages  are  put  into  groups 
or  pools  by  a  “Ginnie  Mae  issuer,”  an 
entity  that  has  been  approved  by  Ginnie 
Mae  to  pool  Government  mortgages  and 
sell,  or  “issue,”  Ginnie  Mae  guaranteed 
securities.  By  selling  the  security  to 
investors,  the  issuer  is  able  to  recapture 
the  outstanding  balance  of  the 
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mortgages,  which  can  then  be  used  to 
fund  more  mortgages.  Lenders  that  are 
not  Ginnie  Mae  issuers  also  gain 
liquidity  through  the  MBS  program 
because  they  can  sell  Government 
mortgages  to  Ginnie  Mae  approved 
issuers  for  inclusion  in  pools. 

Holders  of  Ginnie  Mae  MBS  receive 
monthly  payments  made  up  of 
principal,  including  prepayments,  and 
interest  on  the  underlying  mortgage 
loans.  The  amount  of  interest  “passed 
through”  to  security  holders  is  reduced 
by  payment  of  a  fee  to  cover  servicing 
of  the  mortgages  (in  the  case  of  single 
family  mortgages,  at  an  annual  rate  of  44 
basis  points  on  the  unpaid  principal 
balance  of  the  mortgage)  and  a  fee  to 
Ginnie  Mae  for  its  guarantee  (for  single 
family  mortgages,  at  an  annual  rate  of  6 
basis  points). 

Under  the  “modified  pass-through” 
approach  used  by  Ginnie  Mae,  the 
issuer  of  the  MBS  is  initially  responsible 
for  advancing  scheduled  but  delinquent 
principal  and  interest  payments  to 
security  holders.  That  is,  if  mortgagors 
fail  to  make  timely  payments  of 
principal  and  interest,  the  issuer  of  the 
Ginnie  Mae  MBS  promises  to  advance 
the  necessary  funds  so  that  scheduled 
payments  can  be  made  to  the  security 
holders.  If  the  issuer  fails  to  advance  or 
pass  through  payments,  Ginnie  Mae 
makes  timely  payment  under  its 
guarantee. 

The  Federal  National  Mortgage 
Association  (“Fannie  Mae”)  and  the 
Federal  Home  Loan  Mortgage 
Corporation  (“Freddie  Mac”)  have 
issued  REMIC  securities  which  are 
backed  by  Ginnie  Mae  MBS  (in  addition 
to  a  substantia)  volume  of  REMIC 
securities  backed  by  their  own  MBS). 
However,  while  Fannie  Mae  and 
Freddie  Mac  are  government  sponsored 
enterprises,  they  are  not  federal 
government  entities,  and  neither  Fannie 
Mae  nor  Freddie  Mac  is  authorized  to 
issue  a  REMIC  security  which  is  backed 
by  the  full  faith  and  credit  of  the  United 
States.  Some  depository  institutions, 
pension  funds  and  other  types  of 
investors  are  required  or  desire  to  invest 
a  portion  of  their  funds  in  instruments 
directly  backed  by  the  full  faith  and 
credit  of  the  U.S.  Government.  Because 
Ginnie  Mae  can  provide  such  a  full  faith 
and  credit  guarantee,  Ginnie  Mae 
guaranteed  REMIC  securities  are  likely 
to  be  attractive  to  such  investors,  even 
though  other  REMIC  instruments  backed 
by  Ginnie  Mae  MBS  are  presently 
available. 

Section  3004  of  the  Omnibus  Budget 
Reconciliation  Act  of  1993  (“OBRA”), 
107  Stat.  339,  contains  guidance  for 
implementation  of  a  program  under 
which  Ginnie  Mae  will  guarantee  such 


multiclass  securities  and  the  use  of 
contracts  to  ensure  the  efficient 
commencement  and  continued 
operation  of  a  multiclass  securities 
program.  Under  this  authority,  Ginnie 
Mae  has  employed  a  financial  advisor 
(“Financial  Advisor”)  and  a  legal 
advisor  (“Legal  Advisor”)  to  assist  in 
the  initiation  of  the  program. 

II.  The  Ginnie  Mae  Guaranteed  REMIC 
Program 

A.  General  Description 

The  MBS  guaranteed  by  Ginnie  Mae 
have  a  single  class  of  ownership 
interests.  In  a  single  class  MBS,  each 
security  sold  bears  the  same  coupon  rate 
of  interest,  has  the  same  scheduled 
maturity,  and  has  the  same  expected 
average  life.  Each  holder  of  a  single 
class  MBS  is  the  owner  of  an  undivided 
beneficial  interest  in  the  mortgage  pool 
and  is  entitled  each  month  to  receive: 

(1)  Interest  at  a  fixed  rate,  and  (2)  a  pro 
rata  share  of  all  principal  payments, 
including  prepayments,  made  on  the 
underlying  pool  of  mortgages.  For  this 
reason,  MBS  are  not  attractive  to  certain 
investors  who  want  to  invest  in 
securities  tailored  to  their  individual 
investment  goals.  Multiclass  securities, 
the  most  common  of  which  today  are 
REMICs,  were  developed  to  meet  this 
need. 

The  REMIC  structure  permits 
allocation  of  the  imderlying  cash  flow 
from  MBS  to  multiple  classes  of 
securities  with  differing  maturities  and 
interest  rates.  The  cash  flow  allocation 
specified  at  creation  of  the  transaction 
establishes  the  rights  of  the  various 
classes  of  security  holders  to  receive 
interest  and  principal  payments.  These 
allocations  may  result  in  REMIC 
investors  receiving  repayment  of 
principal  and/or  interest  at  different 
times.  For  example,  the  different 
maturity  classes,  which  are  commonly 
referred  to  as  “tranches,”  might  have 
expected  maturities  of  2,  5,  7, 10  and  20 
years  with  each  of  these  classes  paying 
a  different  rate  of  interest.  Because  the 
amount  and  timing  of  the  pass-through 
of  funds  to  the  investor  is  tailored  to  the 
investor’s  specific  financial  goals,  the 
value  of  the  REMIC  tranches  is 
increased.  The  timing  and  amount  of 
payments  on  tranches  may  vary 
depending  on  the  prepayments  of  the 
mortgages  backing  the  single  class  MBS. 
However,  total  payments  to  all  REMIC 
investors  correspond  to  the  total  full 
and  timely  payments  on  the  single  class 
MBS  in  the  REMIC  pool  or  trust.  REMIC 
trusts  are  not  treated  as  separate  taxable 
entities  and,  thus,  there  is  no  double 
taxation,  pursuant  to  sections  860A 


through  860G  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1986  (the  “Code”). 

The  Ginnie  Mae  REMICs  will  be 
backed  by  Ginnie  Mae  guaranteed  MBS. 
Government  mortgages  will  continue  to 
be  pooled,  and  a  traditional  single  class 
Ginnie  Mae  MBS  will  be  issued  in  the 
customary  fashion  by  Ginnie  Mae 
issuers.  These  Ginnie  Mae  MBS  will  be 
pooled  in  a  second  stage  transaction, 
and  multiclass  Ginnie  Mae  pass-through 
securities  will  be  issued.  The  second 
stage  transaction  will  elect  tax  treatment 
under  the  REMIC  provisions  of  the 
Code.  Ginnie  Mae  will  guarantee  the  full 
and  timely  payment  of  principal  and 
interest  on  the  REMIC  securities. 

The  Ginnie  Mae  REMICs  will  be 
issued  through  single  purpose  trusts 
created  by  knowledgeable  and 
financially  sound  firms  (the  “sponsors”) 
that  assemble  the  Ginnie  Mae  MBS,  take 
the  initiative  in  forming  the  trust,  in 
developing  the  structure  for  the  REMIC 
securities  (i.e.,  how  many  tranches  with 
what  characteristics),  in  prep>aring  the 
description  and  disclosure  for  the 
offering  documents  and  in  marketing 
the  REMIC  securities. 

In  a  REMIC  transaction,  there  must  be 
an  identifiable  poo)  or  trust  (Ginnie  Mae 
expects  a  separate  trust  to  be  used  for 
each  REMIC)  and  a  trustee  of  proven 
reliability  and  competence  to  ensure 
that  amounts  owed  to  the  trust  are 
collected  by  it,  that  the  correct  amounts 
are  paid  out  timely  by  the  trust  to  the 
holders  of  the  REMIC  securities,  and 
that  accurate  records  and  reports  are 
prepared  and  furnished  to  security 
holders,  auditors,  the  IRS,  and  Ginnie 
Mae.  Ginnie  Mae  will  require  that  the 
REMIC  trustee  make  available  to  Ginnie 
Mae  the  full  financial  details  of  the 
REMIC  trust  and  that  the  trustee  follow 
industry  performance  standards.  Rules 
and  procedures  governing  the  trust  and 
its  operation,  including  detailed  rules  as 
to  distributions  of  principal  and  interest 
to  each  class,  must  be  spelled  out  in 
trust  documents  approved  or  prescribed 
by  Ginnie  Mae.  Experienced  trust 
counsel  will  be  responsible  for 
modifying  the  standard  documentation 
for  each  trust  and  issuing  the  customary 
trust  coimsel  opinions  for  reliance  by 
Ginnie  Mae,  among  others.  Verification 
that  the  obligations  of  the  REMIC 
securities  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the 
trust  documents  can  be  met  under  all 
possible  patterns  of  cash  flows 
(“structural  integrity”)  must  be 
represented  without  qualification  to 
Ginnie  Mae  by  the  sjmnsor  and  Ginnie 
Mae’s  Financial  Advisor.  In  addition,  a 
qualified  accounting  firm  must  provide 
Ginnie  Mae  with  a  customary  comfort 
letter. 
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Sponsors  must  indemnify  Ginnie 
Mae,  with  interest,  for  any  payments 
that  Ginnie  Mae  makes  pursuant  to  its 
REMIC  securities  guaranty  because  of  a 
defect  or  lack  of  structural  integrity  of 
the  REMIC  transaction.  Trustees  must 
indemnify  Ginnie  Mae  for  losses  caused 
by  any  breach  of  obligations  to  or  for  the 
benefit  of  Ginnie  Mae  as  set  forth  in 
trust  documents. 

B.  Eligible  MBS 

Ginnie  Mae  expects  that  Ginnie  Mae 
REMIC  trusts  will  be  required  to  pass 
through  cash  electronically  to  REMIC 
security  holders  on  the  same  day  that 
the  trusts  receive  immediately  available 
funds  on  the  Ginnie  Mae  MBS  they 
hold.  To  facilitate  this,  only  MBS  with 
the  following  characteristics  will  be 
permitted:  (1)  Ginnie  Mae  I  MBS  issued 
on  or  after  February  1, 1993;  (2)  backed 
by  single  family  mortgages:  (3)  in  book 
entry  form;  and  (4)  registered  in  the 
name  of  the  designate  depository. 

C.  Depository 

At  the  present  time,  as  a  program  ' 
control  element,  Ginnie  Mae  has 
designated  that  REMIC  securities  be 
registered  at  the  same  depository  as  is 
currently  the  depository  for  Ginnie  Mae 
MBS,  Participants  Trust  Company 
(“PTC"). 

D.  Ginnie  Mae  Guaranty  Fees 

The  Ginnie  Mae  guaiunty  fee  is 
initially  set  at  20  basis  points.  This  fee 
may  be  adjusted  upward  or  downward 
at  such  times  and  in  such  manner  as 
Ginnie  Mae  determines  appropriate. 

E.  Payment  Date 

REMIC  securities  holders  will  be  paid 
on  the  16th  day  of  each  month,  or  if  the 
16th  is  not  a  business  day,  on  the  ftrst 
business  day  following  the  16th. 

F.  Other  Program  Fees 

During  the  initial  stage,  Ginnie  Mae 
will  have  no  liability  for  payment  of  any 
fees  or  expenses  (other  than  those  of 
Ginnie  Mae’s  Legal  Advisor;  see  below) 
in  connection  with  Ginnie  Mae  REMIC 
transactions,  such  as  those  of  trustees, 
trust  counsel  and  accounting  firms, 
including  payment  of  Ginnie  Mae’s 
Financial  Advisor.  These  fees  and  costs 
will  be  paid  out  of  the  sales  proceeds, 
and  closing  will  be  contingent  upon 
their  payment,  except  for  payments  to 
the  trustees,  which  will  be  paid  by  the 
trust  from  the  trust  cash  flow. 

III.  Authority 

Ginnie  Mae’s  authority  to  guarantee 
REMIC  instruments  is  contained  in 
section  section  306(g)(1)  of  the  National 
Housing  Act  (“NHA")  (12  U.S.C. 


1721(g)(1)),  which  authorizes  Ginnie 
Mae  to  guarantee  “securities  *  *  * 
based  on  or  backed  by  a  trust  or  pool 
composed  of  mortgages  *  *  *  .”  The 
REMIC  securities  will  be  based  on  or 
backed  by  mortgages  since  Ginnie  Mae 
MBS  will  serve  as  the  collateral.  The 
Fannie  Mae  and  Freddie  Mac  REMIC  ' 
programs  are  authorized  by 
substantially  similar  statutory 
provisions.  Further,  Ginnie  Mae’s 
authority  to  operate  a  REMIC  program 
has  recently  been  confirmed  in  section 
3004  of  the  OBRA  which  amended 
section  306(g)(3)  of  the  NHA  (12  U.S.C. 
1721(g)(3))  to  provide  Ginnie  Mae  with 
greater  flexibility  for  the  REMIC 
program  regarding  fee  structure, 
contracting,  industry  consultation  and 
program  implementation.  The  General 
Counsel  for  the  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development  will  issue  a 
legal  opinion  that,  pursuant  to  section 
306(g)  of  the  National  Housing  Act, 
Ginnie  Mae  has  the  statutory  authority 
to  guarantee  the  timely  payment  of 
principal  and  interest  on  the  REMIC 
securities  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
and  condi^ons  of  the  trust  agreement, 
and  that  this  guaranty  is  backed  by  the 
full  faith  and  credit  of  the  United  States. 

In  appropriations  legislation. 

Congress  annually  sets  Ginnie  Mae’s 
commitment  authority  to  guarantee 
MBS.  The  amount  of  MBS  commitment 
authority  authorized  by  Congress  is  set 
forth  in  section  306(g)(2)  of  the  NHA  (12 
U.S.C.  1721te)(2)).  Since  the  REMIC 
securities  will  be  backed  by  Ginnie  Mae 
MBS,  Ginnie  Mae  has  already 
guaranteed  the  collateral  for  the  REMIC. 
Accordingly,  it  has  been  determined 
that  the  section  306(g)(2)  limitations  are 
not  affected  by,  and  do  not  limit  the 
issuance  of,  Ginnie  Mae’s  guarantees  of 
REMIC  securities.  This  determination 
was  supported  by  the  House  of 
Representatives  Committee  on 
Appropriations.  (See  H.R.  Rep.  No.  103- 
150, 103D  Cong.,  1st  Sess.  at  34.) 

rv.  Initial  Stage 

Ginnie  Mae  is  beginning  its  REMIC 
program  with  an  “initial  stage,’’  which 
is  expected  to  have  a  duration  of  several 
months,  until  standard  policies, 
procedures  and  documents  are 
developed  and  the  full  participation 
stage  can  be  commenced.  During  the 
initial  stage,  Ginnie  Mae  will  guarantee 
REMICs  that  are  issued  by  a  small 
number  of  participants,  consisting  of 
sponsors,  co-sponsors,  trustees,  trust 
counsel  and  accounting  firms,  selected 
by  Ginnie  Mae  through  the  use  of 
Competitive  Application  Proposals 
(“Ci^s”).  In  addition,  Ginnie  Mae  has 
obtained  the  services  of  a  Legal  Advisor 
and  a  Financial  Advisor  through 


competitive  proposals  to  provide  Ginnie 
Mae  with  assistance  in  implementing 
the  REMIC  program.  In  the  initial  stage, 
Ginnie  Mae  will  develop  documents 
that  will  serve  as  the  basis  for  all 
subsequent  REMICs,  as  well  as 
guidelines  and  procedures. 

During  the  initial  stage,  Ginnie  Mae 
will  establish  an  order  of  rotation  for 
each  of  the  five  participant  functions. 
Teams,  consisting  of  a  sponsor,  co¬ 
sponsor,  trustee,  trust  counsel  and 
accounting  firm,  will  be  created  based 
on  the  rotation.  Ginnie  Mae  anticipates 
that  several  team  rotations  will  be 
required  before  the  full  participation 
stage  can  commence. 

V.  Full  Participation  Stage  Notice 

Following  the  initial  stage,  the  Ginnie 

Mae  guaranteed  REMIC  program  will  be 
opened  to  all  approved  sponsors.  Ginnie 
Mae  will  issue  a  REMIC  Guide,  which 
vrill  contain  Ginnie  Mae’s  requirements 
for  participation  in  the  Ginnie  Mae 
REMIC  program  as  well  as  Ginnie  Mae’s 
standard  documents.  Ginnie  Mae  will 
publish  another  notice,  which  will 
contain  specific  procedures  for 
initiating  Ginnie  Mae  guaranteed  REMIC 
transactions  in  the  full  participation 
stage. 

VI.  Terms  and  Conditions  for 
Participants 

As  a  condition  of  participation  in  the 
program,  each  participant  must  agree  to 
the  conditions  set  out  below. 

A.  Participant  Certification 

Participants  must  certify,  in  a 

statement  made  under  penalty  of 
perjury,  regarding  all  professionals 
worldng  on  a  transaction,  whether  for 
the  participant  or  for  a  contractor  of  a 
participant,  that  neither  the  corporate  or 
partnership  entity  nor  any  officer, 
partner,  or  professional  presently 
employed  and  who  will  work  on  the 
subject  matter  of  this  Notice  has  been 
convicted  of,  or  found  liable  in  a  civil 
action  for,  fraud,  forgery,  bribery, 
falsification  or  destruction  of  records, 
making  false  statements  or  any  other 
offense  indicating  a  lack  of  business 
integrity  that  seriously  and  directly 
affects  the  present  resfKmsibility  of  the 
officer,  partner  or  professional  and  is 
not  currently  suspended  or  debarred  by 
any  government  agency. 

B.  Maintaining  Eligibility. 

Participants  will  provide  Ginnie  Mae 
annually  with  such  documentation  as 
Ginnie  Mae  shall  require  demonstrating 
that  the  participant  continues  to  meet 
the  eligibility  requirements  for 
participation  in  the  Ginnie  Mae  REMIC 
program. 
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C.  Disclosures 

A  participant  shall  provide 
disclosures  of  the  following: 

(1)  Any  indictments,  convictions, 
civil  suits  or  judgments  described  in 
Section  V,  within  30  days  of  their 
occurrence; 

(2)  Material  adverse  changes  in  status 
including  voluntary  and  non-voluntary 
terminations,  defaults,  fines,  and  agency 
findings  of  material  non-compliance  or 
non-conformance  with  agency  rules  and 
policies  with  state  and  federal  agencies 
and  government  sponsored  enterprises 
within  5  business  days  of  their 
occurrence;  and 

(3)  A  change  in  control  within  30  days 
of  its  occurrence.  In  a  merger, 
consolidation,  acquisition,  division, 
issuance  of  securities,  sale,  or  other 
business  combination  where  the  control 
of  the  original  participant  has  changed 
materially,  the  surviving  party  shall 
demonstrate  to  Ginnie  Mae’s  satisfaction 
its  qualification  to  act  as  a  participant 
and  its  ability  and  agreement  to  assxime 
all  previously  incurr^  obligations  and 
liability  to  Ginnie  Mae  of  the  original 
approved  participant. 

D.  Suspension  From  the  Ginnie  Mae 
REMIC  Progjram 

The  participant's  eligibility  may  be 
suspended  upon  written  notice  from 
Ginnie  Mae,  which  shall  include  the 
reasons  for  the  suspension.  Upon  such 
notice,  the  participant  shall  have  the 
opportunity  to  present  a  written , 
submission  to  the  President  of  Ginnie 
Mae  in  support  of  its  reinstatement, 
which  submission  shall  exhaust  the 
participant’s  administrative  remedies. 

VII.  Default 

If  Ginnie  Mae  is  required  to  {>erform 
under  its  guarantee  of  any  REMIC 
security,  Ginnie  Mae  intends  to  pursue 
all  available  avenues  of  recovery. 

VIII.  Minority  and  Women-Owned 
Business  Participation 

Ginnie  Mae  requests  comments  on 
how  Ginnie  Mae  can  best  meet  its  goals 
for  participation  by  minorities  eind 
women.  For  the  initial  stage,  the  CAP 
for  sponsors  provides  for  the  selection 
of  both  sponsors  and  minority  and 
women-owned  businesses  (“MWOB”) 
co-sponsors.  Ginnie  Mae  will  require 
that  sponsors  include  a  MWOB  co¬ 
sponsor  selected  by  Ginnie  Mae  in  each 
initial  stage  Ginnie  Mae  REMIC 
transaction.  It  is  Ginnie  Mae’s 
understanding  that  a  similar  mandatory 
co-sponsor  approach  for  MWOBs  is 
used  by  the  Resolution  Trust 
Corporation  ("RTC”)  and  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs  (“VA”)  for  their  REMIC 
programs. 


However,  Ginnie  Mae  anticipates  that 
the  full  participation  stage  of  its  REMIC 
program  may  involve  100  or  more 
REMIC  transactions  per  year,  which  is 
much  larger  than  the  RTC  and  VA 
programs.  The  RTC  and  VA  REMIC 
programs  also  are  distinguishable  in  that 
RTC  and  VA  own  the  collateral  and 
actively  participate  in  the  issuance  of 
REMIC  securities.  In  contrast,  during  the 
full  participation  stage  of  the  Ginnie 
Mae  program,  collateral  will  be 
assemble  and  REMIC  transactions  will 
be  presented  to  Ginnie  Mae  for  guaranty 
approval  with  the  participants  and  the 
proposed  terms  of  the  transactions 
already  in  place. 

A.  Types  of  MWOB  Participation 

GNMA  requests  comments  on  the 
type  of  MWOB  participation  in  the 
GNMA  REMIC  program.  For  example, 
should  there  be  an  aggregate  MWOB 
goal  for  each  transaction  (e.g., 
accounting  firm,  trust  counsel,  emd 
others),  or  should  the  Ginnie  Mae 
REMIC  program  include  a  co-sponsor 
component  only,  as  in  the  initial  stage. 

If  a  comment  or  believes  that  Ginnie 
Mae  should  have  an  MWOB  co-sponsor 
component,  Ginnie  Mae  requests 
comments  on  how  a  co-sponsor 
component  could  be  coordinated  in  the 
full  participation  stage  and  whether 
there  are  other  programs  comparable  to 
the  Ginnie  Mae  REMIC  program  that  use 
a  co-sponsor  component  (including 
information  on  the  size  of  such  other 
programs  and  contact  persons  and 
telephone  numbers). 

Also,  Ginnie  Mae  solicits  detailed 
comments  on  what  the  role  of  any  co¬ 
sponsor  should  be  and  how  Ginnie  Mae 
should  oversee  arrangements  between 
sponsors  and  co-sponsors.  Comments 
should  address:  (1)  Whether  Ginnie  Mae 
should  specify  a  minimum  percentage 
for  co-sponsor  participation  and,  if  so, 
what  the  percentage  should  be  and  to 
what  it  should  apply;  (2)  whether  co¬ 
sponsors  should  be  required  to  take 
harder-to-sell  REMIC  tranches  as  well  as 
easier-to-sell  tranches;  (3)  whether  co¬ 
sponsors  should  be  required  to  share  in 
the  capital  risk  of  accumulating  MBS; 

(4)  whether  Ginnie  Mae  should  specify 
the  discount  at  which  co-sponsors 
acquire  their  REMIC  securities  and,  if 
so,  what  that  discount  should  be;  (5) 
whether  Ginnie  Mae  should  specify  the 
consequences  of  a  co-sponsor’s  failure 
to  fulfill  its  obligations  to  the  lead 
sponsor  and,  if  so,  what  those 
consequences  should  be;  and  (6)  the 
process  that  Ginnie  Mae  should  employ 
before  consequences  are  imposed  upon 
a  co-sponsor. 

In  the  comments  on  these  issues, 
Ginnie  Mae  requests  that  commentors 


include  a  discussion  of  the  feasibility  of 
their  proposals,  and  the  advantages  and 
disadvantages  of  each  proposal. 

B.  Types  of  Incentives 

Ginnie  Mae  requests  comments  on:  (1) 
What  might  be  appropriate  incentives  to 
encourage  participants  to  include 
MWOB  participation  in  the  Ginnie  Mae 
REMIC  transactions,  either  in  the 
aggregate  or  as  co-sponsors;  (2)  whether 
a  mandatory  or  an  encouragement/goal 
oriented  system  should  be  used;  (3)  the 
current  state  of  the  law,  including  the 
recent  cases  Metro  Broadcasting.  Inc.  v. 
F.C.C.,  110  S.Ct.  2997  (1990)  and 
Lamprechtv.  F.C.C.,  958  F.2d  382  (DC 
Cir.  1992).  Executive  Orders  12-132  (3 
CFR,  1983  Comp.,  p.  198)  and  12138  (3 
CFR,  1979  Comp.,  p.  39),  respectively, 
are  applicable  to  participation  in  the 
Ginnie  Mae  REMIC  program. 

During  the  initial  stage,  Ginnie  Mae 
will  consider  the  comments  received  in 
response  to  this  Notice,  and  will  make 
a  determination  for  the  full  participation 
stage. 

IX.  Publication  of  Final  Rule 

Pursuant  to  section  3004  of  the  OBRA, 
final  regulations  for  the  Ginnie  Mae 
REMIC  program  must  be  published 
within  twelve  months  of  the  publication 
of  this  notice.  This  notice  will  be 
supplemented  by  further  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  prior  to  publication 
of  the  final  regulations  in  order  to 
provide  additional  information  for 
procedures  applicable  to  the  full 
participation  stage. 

X.  Other  Matters  t 

Executive  Order  1 2866.  Regulatory 
Planning  and  Review 

Since  this  document  ultimately  will 
serve  as  the  foundation  for  development 
of  a  final  rule  and  is  the  basis  for  a  new 
program,  it  was  sent  to  the  OMB  for 
review  under  Executive  Order  12866 
and  was  approved  for  publication. 

Environmental  Review 

A  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 
with  respect  to  the  environment  has 
been  made  in  accordance  with  HUD 
regulations  at  24  CFR  part  50,  which 
implement  section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969.  The  Finding  of  No  Significant 
Impact  is  available  for  public  inspection 
between  7:30  a.m.  and  5:30  p.m. 
weekdays  in  the  Office  of  the  Rules 
Docket  Clerk,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  room  10276,  451 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20410. 
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Executive  Order  12612,  Federalism 

The  General  Counsel,  as  the 
Designated  Official  under  section  6(a)  of 
Executive  Order  12612,  Federalism,  has 
determined  that  this  notice  does  not 
have  "federalism  implications”  because 
it  does  not  have  substantial  direct 
effects  on  the  States  (including  their 
political  subdivisions),  or  on  the 
distribution  of  power  and 
responsibilities  among  the  various 
levels  of  government.  This  notice  only 
affects  participants  and  investors  in 
Ginnie  Mae  guaranteed  single  and 
multiclass  securities  industry.  States 
and  their  political  subdivisions  would 
not  be  affected. 

Executive  Order  12606,  the  Family 

The  General  Counsel,  as  the 
Designated  Official  under  Executive 
Order  12606,  the  Family,  has 
determined  that  this  notice  does  not 
have  potential  significant  impact  on 
family  formation,  maintenance,  and 
general  well-being  because  it  only 
affects  participants  and  investors  in 
Ginnie  Mae  guaranteed  single  and 
multiclass  securities. 

Lobbying  Activities 

Section  13  of  the  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
(42  U.S.C.  3537b)  contains  two 
provisions  dealing  with  efforts  to 
influence  HUD’s  decisions  with  respect 
to  financial  assistance.  The  first  imposes 
disclosure  requirements  on  those  who 
are  typically  involved  in  these  efforts — 
those  who  pay  others  to  influence  the 
award  of  assistance  or  the  taking  of  a 
management  action  by  the  Department 
and  those  who  are  paid  to  provide  the 
influence.  The  second  restricts  the 
payment  of  fees  to  those  who  are  paid 
to  influence  the  award  of  HUD 
assistance,  if  the  fees  are  tied  to  the 
number  of  housing  units  received  or  are 
based  on  the  amount  of  assistance 
received,  or  if  they  are  contingent  upon 
the  receipt  of  assistance. 

Section  13  was  implemented  by  a 
final  rule  codified  as  24  CFR  part  86.  If 
readers  are  involved  in  any  efforts  to 
influence  the  Department  in  these  ways, 
they  are  urged  to  read  part  86, 
particularly  the  examples  contained  in 
Appendix  A  of  the  regulation. 

Any  questions  about  that  rule  should 
be  directed  to  the  Office  of  Ethics,  room 
2158,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  451  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  EKD  20410-3000. 
Telephone:  (202)  708-3815;  TDD;  (202) 
708-1112.  (These  are  not  toll-free 
numbers.)  Forms  necessary  for 
compliance  with  the  rule  may  be 
obtained  from  the  local  HUD  office. 


Authority:  Section  309,  National  Housing 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1723). 

Dated:  May  20, 1994. 

Dwight  P.  Robinson, 

President. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12834  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  421(M)1-P 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

(NM-940-04-4730-12] 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Plats  of  Survey;  New 
Mexico 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 

Interior. 

action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  plats  of  survey  described 
below  are  scheduled  to  be  officially 
filed  in  the  New  Mexico  State  Office, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Santa  Fe, 
New  Mexico,  on  June  20, 1994. 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New 
Mexico 

T.  9N.,R.  12  W., 

Accepted  March  29, 1994,  for  Group  888 
NM. 

Indian  Meridian,  Oklahoma 
T.  15  N.,  R.  11  W., 

Accepted  March  30, 1994,  for  Group  57 
OK. 

T.  6  N.,  R.  21  E., 

Accepted  March  2, 1994,  for  Group  71  OK. 
T.  12  N.,R.  low.. 

Accepted  March  2, 1994,  for  Group  52  OK. 

If  a  protest  against  a  survey,  as  shown 
on  any  of  the  above  plats  is  received 
prior  to  the  date  of  official  filing,  the 
filing  will  be  stayed  pending 
consideration  of  the  protest. 

A  plat  will  not  be  officially  filed  until 
the  day  after  all  protests  have  been 
dismissed  and  become  final  or  appeals 
from  the  dismissal  affirmed. 

A  person  or  party  who  wishes  to 
protest  against  a  survey  must  file  with 
the  State  Director,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  a  notice  that  they  wish  to 
protest  prior  to  the  proposed  official 
filing  date  given  above. 

A  statement  of  reasons  for  a  protest 
may  be  filed  with  the  notice  of  protest 
to  the  State  Director,  or  the  statement  of 
reasons  must  be  filed  with  the  State 
Director  within  (30)  days  after  the 
proposed  official  filing  date. 

Tne  above-listed  plats  represent 
dependent  resurveys,  survey  and 
subdivision. 

These  plats  will  be  in  the  open  files 
of  the  New  Mexico  State  Office,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  27115, 
Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87502-0115. 
Copies  may  be  obtained  from  this  office 
upon  payment  of  $2.50  per  sheet. 


Dated;  May  13, 1994. 

John  P.  Bennett, 

Chief,  Cadastral  Survey/Geo  Science. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12826  Filed  .5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  4310-FB-M 


[OR-943-4210-06;  GP4-160;  OR- 
48432(WASH)] 

Termination  of  Segregation  of 
Proposed  Withdrawal;  Washington 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  temporary  2-year 
segregation  of  a  proposed  withdrawal  of 
9,730.82  acres  of  public  lands  for  the 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Army,  Corps  of 
Engineers  expansion  of  the  Yakima 
Firing  Center  terminates  on  June  17, 
1994.  The  lands  are  included  in  another 
existing  proposed  withdrawal  and  will 
remain  closed  to  sinface  entry  and 
mining.  The  lands  have  been  and 
remain  open  to  mineral  leasing. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Jime  18,  1994. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Donna  Kauffinan,  BLM  Oregon/ 
Washington  State  Office,  P.O.  Box  2965, 
Portland,  Oregon  97208-2965,  503-280- 
7162. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A  Notice 
of  Proposed  Withdrawal  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  57  FR  27267, 
June  18, 1992,  as  amended  by  57  FR 
61095,  December  23, 1992,  and  by  58  FR 
6413,  January  28, 1993,  which 
segregated  the  lands  described  therein 
for  up  to  2  years  from  settlement,  sale, 
location,  or  entry  under  the  general  land 
laws,  including  the  mining  laws,  but  not 
the  mineral  leasing  laws,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights.  The  2-year 
segregation  expires  June  17, 1994.  The 
withdrawal  appUcation  will  continue  to 
be  processed  unless  it  is  canceled  or 
denied  as  to  the  following  described 
lands: 

Willamette  Meridian 
Surface  and  Mineral  Estates 
T.  17  N..  R.  20  E., 

Sec.  22.  S'/z: 

Sec.  24,  S'/iSW'/*  and  that  portion  of  the 
E’/^  lying  south  of  the  Interstate  Highway 
90  ri^t-of-way: 

Sec.  26. 

T.  16  N.,  R.  21  E.. 

Sec.  4.  SWV^SW’A; 

Sec.  12,  SE’A; 

Sec.  18,  lots  1.  2,  3,  and  4,  E’/z,  and 
E‘/jVVV^. 

T.  17  N..  R.  21  E., 

Sec.  30,  lots  3  and  4; 

Sec.  32.  NEV4SEV4. 

T.  16  N..  R.  22  E.. 

Sec.  2,  lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4,  SVzN’/^z,  and  SV.z; 
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Sec.  4,  lots  1,  2,  3.  and'4.  SV2NV2,  and  SVz; 
Secs.  10  and  14; 

Sec.  20.  SE'ASVVVr. 

Sec.  22; 

Sec.  26.  NVz; 

Sec.  28.  NVz. 

16  N.,  R.  23  E., 

Sec.  18.  lots  3  and  4.  EVzSVVV*.  WV2SEV4. 
and  that  portion  of  the  EV2SEV4  lying 
westerly  of  the  w'esterly  right-of-way  line 
of  Huntzinger  Road; 

Sec.  20.  that  portion  of  the  SWV*  lying 
westerly  of  the  easterly  right-of-way  line 
of  the  railroad; 

Sec.  30.  lots  1  and  2.  NE'A.  and  EV2NWV4. 
Mineral  Estate 
T.  16N..R.  20  E.. 

Sec.  12; 

Sec.  18.  lot  4  and  SE’A; 

Sec.  20.  SV2. 

T.  16N..R.  21E.. 

Sec.  4.  lots  1.  2.  3.  and  4.  and  SVzNE’A; 
Sec.  8. 

T.  17  N..  R.  21  E.. 

Sec.  32.  SV2SEV4; 

Sec.  34.  WV2. 

T.  16  N..  R.  22  E.. 

Sec.  12. 

The  areas  described  aggregate 
approximately  9.730.82  acres  in  Kittitas 
County. 

The  lands  remain  closed  to  surface  entry 
and  mining  by  another  existing  proposed 
withdrawal. 

Dated:  May  10, 1994. 

Robert  D.  DeViney,  |r.. 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12953  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  4310-aS-P 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

Availability  of  an  Environmental 
Assessment  and  Receipt  of  an 
Application  for  an  Amendment  to  the 
Permit  Allowing  Incidental  Take  of  the 
Threatened  Desert  Tortoise  by  Clark 
County  and  the  Cities  of  Las  Vegas. 
North  Las  Vegas,  Henderson,  and 
Boulder  City,  NV 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 

Interior. 

action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  advises  the  public 
that  Clark  County  and  the  cities  of  Las 
Vegas,  North  Las  Vegas,  Henderson,  and 
Boulder  City,  Nevada  (Applicants)  have 
applied  to  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  (Service)  for  an  amendment  to 
their  existing  permit  (PRT  756260) 
authorizing  incidental  take  of  desert 
tortoises  (Gopherus  agassizif)  pursuant 
to  section  10(a)(1)(B)  of  the  Endangered 
Species  Act  of  1973,  as  amended  (Act). 
The  proposed  amendment  would  extend 
the  term  of  the  existing  permit  one  year, 
to  July  31, 1995  and  allow  disturbance 


of  8,000  additional  acres  within  the 
existing  permit  area.  The  number  of 
desert  tortoises  taken  would  not 
increase  above  what  is  currently 
authorized  under  the  existing  permit, 
which  is  up  to  3,710  tortoises.  The 
permit  application  is  accompanied  by 
amendments  to  the  Habitat 
Conservation  Plan  (HCP)  and 
hnplementation  Agreement  (lA). 

The  Service  also  announces  the 
availability  of  an  Environmental 
Assessment  (EA)  for  the  proposed 
amendment  to  the  permit.  This  notice  is 
provided  pursuant  to  section  10(c)  of 
the  Act  and  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  regulations  (40  CFR  1506.6). 
DATES:  Written  comments  on  the  permit 
application  and  EA  should  be  received 
on  or  before  June  27, 1994. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  regarding  the 
application  or  adequacy  of  the  EA 
should  be  addressed  to  Mr.  David 
Harlow,  Field  Supervisor,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  Reno  Field  Office, 

4600  Kietzke  Lane,  Building  C,  room 
125,  Reno,  Nevada  89502.  Please  refer  to 
permit  no.  PRT-756260  w'hen 
submitting  comment. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Sheryl  Barrett,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  Reno  Field  Office, 

4600  Kietzke  Lane,  Building  C,  room 
125,  Reno,  Nevada  89502  (702-784- 
5227).  Individuals  wishing  copies  of  the 
application  or  EA  for  review  should 
immediately  contact  the  above 
individual.  Documents  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection,  by  appointment, 
and  during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Reno  Field  Office  (address  given  above). 
Documents  will  also  be  available  for 
review  at  the  reference  desks  of  all 
public  libraries  in  Clark  County, 

Nevada. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Under  section  9  of  the  Act,  and 
implementing  regulations,  “taking”  of 
desert  tortoises  a  threatened  species,  is 
prohibited.  However,  the  Service,  under 
limited  circumstances,  may  issue 
permits  to  take  threatened  wildlife 
species  if  such  taking  is  incidental  to, 
and  not  the  purpose  of,  otherwise  lawful 
activities.  Regulations  governing 
permits  for  threatened  species  are  in  50 
CFR  17.32. 

The  Applicants  propose  to  amend 
their  existing  permit,  and  have  proposed 
amendments  to  the  HCP  and  LA  for  their 
permit,  which  authorizes  incidental  take 
of  desert  tortoises  in  the  Las  Vegas 
Valley  and  Boulder  City.  The  existing 
permit  was  issued  July  24, 1991,  and 
authorizes  the  incidental  take  of  up  to 
3,710  desert  tortoises  on  22,352  acres  of 


desert  tortoise  habitat,  within  the 
specified  permit  area.  As  of  December 
1993,  701  desert  tortoises  have  been 
taken  pursuant  to  the  existing  permit 
and  approximately  15,383  acres  of 
tortoise  habitat  have  been  developed.  By 
the  time  the  existing  permit  expires, 
disturbance  of  all  or  nearly  all  of  the 
22,352  acres  of  habitat  authorized  by  the 
existing  permit  is  expected  to  occur,  but 
the  number  of  tortoises  expected  to  be 
taken  is  well  below  3,710.  To  minimize 
and  monitor  the  incidental  take 
authorized  under  the  existing  permit, 
the  Applicants  have  implemented 
procedures  to  survey  and  remove 
tortoises  located  on  development 
properties;  placed  these  tortoises  in 
research,  education,  and  adoption 
programs;  implemented  audit 
procedures;  and  conducted  a  public 
information  program.  To  mitigate  for 
impacts  to  the  desert  tortoise  autl  orized 
by  the  existing  permit,  the  Appli.  mts 
have  implemented  a  tortoise  habitat 
conservation  program  in  Clark  County, 

As  of  December  1993,  the  Applicants 
have  preserved  approximately  330,000 
acres  of  habitat  for  the  long-term 
management  of  desert  tortoises  in  the 
Piute-Eldorado  Desert  Wildlife 
Management  Area.  The  Applicants  will 
conserve  an  additional  70,000  acres  of 
desert  tortoise  habitat  prior  to  the 
expiration  date  of  the  existing  permit. 
The  conserved  habitat  is  located 
primarily  on  land  administered  by  the 
Bureau  of  L,and  Management  and  the 
National  Park  Service.  Management 
actions,  including  increased  law 
enforcement,  above  and  beyond  what  is 
legally  required  of  the  Federal  land 
managers,  are  funded  by  the  Applicants 
through  a  $550-per-acre  mitigation  fee 
on  development  projects  covered  by  the 
existing  permit. 

To  minimize  and  mitigate  the  impacts 
of  the  additional  8,000  acres  of  desert 
tortoise  habitat  proposed  to  be 
developed  under  the  permit 
amendment,  the  applicants  propose  to 
amend  the  existing  HCP  by:  (1) 

Assessing  a  $550-per-acre  mitigation  fee 
on  the  additional  8,000  acres  of  habitat 
disturbance;  (2)  adding  an  additional 
$100,000  to  the  research  monies 
established  under  the  existing  permit; 

(3)  adding  $100,000  to  the  public 
education  fund  established  under  the 
existing  permit;  (4)  increasing  the 
current  $3,125,000  trust  fund  for  income 
to  manage  and  monitor  consen’ed 
habitat  by  $1,000,000;  and  (5)  adding 
approximately  140,000  acres  of 
conserved  habitat  to  the  tortoise 
management  area  established  under  the 
existing  permit. 

The  EA  considers  the  environmental 
consequences  of  three  alternatives. 
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including  amendment  of  the  permit  as 
proposed,  extension  of  the  permit  with 
no  additional  habitat  disturbance,  and 
no  action. 

(Notice:  Availability  of  an  Environmental 
Assessment  and  Receipt  of  an  Application  for 
a  Section  10(a)  Permit  of  the  Endangered 
Species  Act.) 

Dated:  May  17, 1994. 

Thomas  J.  Dwryer, 

Hegiona]  Director,  Region  1,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12847  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4310-65-M 


Extension  of  Scoping  Period  and 
Additionai  Pubiic  Involvement 
Opportunities  for  the  Preparation  of  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  To 
Allow  Incidental  Take  of  the 
Threatened  Northern  Spotted  Owl  and 
the  Threatened  Marbled  Murrelet  on 
Lands  Administered  by  the 
Washington  State  Department  of 
Natural  Resources 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Extension  of  scoping  period. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  advises  the  public 
that  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
(Service)  and  Washinrton  State 
Department  of  Natural  Resources 
(WDNR)  have  extended  the  scoping 
period  and  added  two  public 
involvement  opportunities  on  the 
preparation  of  an  environmental  impact 
statement  to  allow  incidental  take  of  the 
threatened  northern  spotted  owl  (Strix 
occidentalis)  and  the  threatened 
marbled  murrelet  {Brachyramphus 
marmoratus  marmoratus)  on  lands 
administered  by  the  WDNR.  This  notice 
supplements  the  Notice  of  Intent  to 
Prepare  an  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  to  allow  incidental  take  of  the 
threatened  spotted  owl  and  the 
threatened  marbled  murrelet  on  lands 
administered  by  the  WDNR  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  May  3, 1994. 
CATES:  Written  comments  regarding  the 
scope  of  the  EIS  should  be  received  on 
or  before  June  6, 1994. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  regarding  the 
scope  of  the  EIS  should  be  addressed  to 
Mr.  Curt  Smitch,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  3773  Martin  Way  East,  Building 
C,  Suite  101,  Olympia,  WA  98501. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Comments  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  by  appointment 
during  normal  business  hours  (8  A.M.  to 
5  P.M.,  Monday  through  Friday)  at  the 
Washington  Department  of  Natural 
Resources,  1111  Washington  St.  SE, 
Olympia,  WA;  for  appointment  call 
Nonie  Hall  at  (206)  902-1405. 


Additional  scoping  workshops  have 
been  scheduled  as  a  further  opportunity 
for  interested  persons  to  comment  on 
the  scope  of  the  EIS.  The  additional 
workshops  have  been  scheduled  as 
follows: 

•  May  26, 1994 — Natural  Resources 
Building,  Rm  175,  111  Washington 
Street  SE,  Olympia,  WA. 

•  June  2, 1994 — Spruce  Room,  Cedars 
Inn,  1  Apple  Way,  Okanogan,  WA. 

All  scoping  workshops  will  be  held 
from  5:30  p.m.  to  8:30  p.m.  Interested 
persons  may  contact  John  Engbring  at 
(206)  534-9330  or  Nonie  Hall  at  (206) 
902-1405  to  receive  additional 
information. 

(Notice:  Notice  of  Extension  of  Scoping 
Period  and  Additional  Public  Involvement 
Opportunities  for  the  Preparation  of  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  for 
Incidental  Take  of  the  Northern  Spotted  Owl 
and  the  Marbled  Murrelet  on  Lands 
Administered  by  the  Washington  State 
Department  of  Natural  Resources) 

Dated:  May  20, 1994. 

Thomas  J.  Dwyer, 

Acting  Regional  Director.  Region  l.U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12848  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4310-$S-M 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[NM-07(M)4  5101-10-G009/G4-0031; 

NMNM  91453] 

Notice  of  Right-Of-Way  Application: 
New  Mexico 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  realty  action. 

SUMMARY:  An  application,  serialized  as 
NMNM  91453,  was  received  for  a  10.884 
mile  right-of-way  for  a  24-inch  diameter 
pipeline. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920  (30  use  185),  as  amended  by 
the  Act  of  November  16, 1973,  (37  Stat. 
576),  Gas  Company  of  New  Mexico  has 
applied  for  a  right-of-way  serialized  as 
NM91453  to  construct  10.884  miles  of 
24-inch  diameter  natural  gas  pipeline 
across  public  land  in  San  Juan  County, 
New  Mexico.  This  will  provide 
increased  capacity  of  Gas  Company  of 
New  Mexico’s  existing  system  to 
accommodate  increased  production  of 
natural  gas  from  the  San  Juan  Basin  and 
to  permit  increased  delivery  of  natural 
gas  volumes  to  Gas  Company  of  New 
Mexico’s  service  area.  The  proposed 
line  crosses  the  following  public  lands 
in  San  Juan  County. 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 
T.  23  N.,  R.  9  W., 


Sec.  3,  N'ASW'/i,  SE'ASW'A,  SWVjSE’A; 
Sec.  10,  N'ANE'A,  SE'ANE'A; 

Sec.  11.  SWV4NWV4. 

T.  24  N.,  R.  9  W.. 

Sec.  6,  Lot  2,  S’ANE'A,  E'ASE’A; 

Sec.  7,  EV2NEV4,  NEV4SEV4: 

Sec.  17,  W>ANWV4,  SEV4NWV4,  E^ASW'A: 
Sec.  20,  SWV4NEV4,  E’ANW'A,  W‘ASEV4; 
Sec.  29.  W'ANEV4,  SEV4NEV4,  E’ASE'A; 

Sec.  32,  NEV4NEV4: 

Sec.  33,  W'ANW'A,  N'ASW'A,  SE’ASW’A, 
SWV4SEV4. 

T.  25  N.,  R.  9  W.. 

Sec.  30,  lots  2,  3,  and  4; 

Sec.  31,  Lot  1,  E'ANW'A,  E'ASW'A, 
SWV4SEV4; 

T.  25  N..  R.  low.. 

Sec.  3,  lot  1,  and  2,  SE'ANE'A; 

Sec.  14,  NEV4NEV4: 

Sec.  25,  EV2NEV4. 

T.  26..  R.  10  W., 

Sec.  7,  E‘ANWV4,  SW'ANEV.,  SE'ASE'A; 
Sec.  8.  SWV4SWV4: 

Sec.  17.  WV2NWV4,  SEV4NWV4. 

NEV4SWV4,  WV2SEV4: 

Sec.  20.  N'ANE'A,  SE^ANE^A; 

Sec.  21.  SWV4NW>A.  W'ASW'A, 

SEV4SWV4; 

Sec.  27,  SWV4SWV4: 

Sec.  28,  W'ANE'a,  NE'ANW’A,  NV2SEV4, 
SEV4SEV4: 

Sec.  34,  W'ANW'A,  SE'ANW'A, 

NEV4SWV4,  W>ASEV4. 

T.  26  N..  R.  11  W.. 

Sec.  1,  lot  1,  and  2,  SE’ANE’A,  NE’ASE'A. 

T.  27  N..  R.  11  W.. 

Sec.  2.  SEV4NWV4,  SWV4SWV4.  EV2SWV4; 
Sec.  10,  E'ASE'A; 

Sec.  11.  W'/zW'A; 

Sec.  15,  E'AE'A; 

Sec.  35,  NEV4NEV4: 

Sec.  36.  SWV4NWV4.  E'ASW'A,  SW'ASE’A. 
T.  28  N.,  R.  11  W.. 

Sec.  13,  S'ANW'A,  E'ASW'A; 

Sec.  24.  E'AW'A; 

Sec  25,  NEV4NWV4,  S»ANWV4.  W’ASW'A; 
Sec.  35,  E'ANE’A,  N'ASE'A,  SW’ASE'A; 
Sec.  36,  W'ANW'A. 

Containing  10.88  acres. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  will  be  deciding  whether 
the  right-of-way  should  be  approved, 
and  if  so,  under  what  terms  and 
conditions. 

For  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  interested  persons 
desiring  to  express  their  views  may 
submit  comments  to  the  District 
Mcmager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
1235  La  Plata  Highway,  Farmington, 
New  Mexico  87401. 

Dated:  May  13, 1994. 

John  Hansen, 

Acting  Assistant  District  Manager  for 
Resources. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12981  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  43I0-FEM« 
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INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

Magnesium  From  the  People’s 
Republic  of  China,  Russia,  and 
Ukraine;  Determinations 

pnvestigatlons  Nos.  731-TA-696-698 
(Preliminary)] 

Pure  Magnesium 

On  the  basis  of  the  record  developed 
in  investigations  Nos.  731-TA-696-698 
(Preliminary),^  the  Commission 
determines, 2  pursuant  to  section  733(a) 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (the  Act),^  that 
there  is  a  reasonable  indication  that  an 
industry  in  the  United  States  is 
materially  injured  by  reason  of  imports 
of  unwrought  pure  magnesium'*  from 
the  People’s  Republic  of  China  (China), 
the  Russian  Federation  (Russia),  and 
Ukraine,  that  are  alleged  to  be  sold  in 
the  United  States  at  less  than  fair  value 
(LTFV).  . 

Alloy  Magnesium 

On  the  basis  of  the  record  developed 
in  investigations  Nos.  731-TA-696-697 
(Preliminary),  the  Commission  further 
determines,®  pursuant  to  the  Act,  that 
there  is  a  reasonable  indication  that  an 
industry  in  the  United  States  is 
materially  injured  by  reason  of  imports 
of  unwrought  alloy  magnesium®  from 


•The  record  is  defined  in  sec.  207.2(f)  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (19 
CFR  207.2(f)). 

2  Commissioner  Bragg  did  not  participate  in  the 
determinations  in  these  investigations. 

3 19  U.S.C.  1673b(a). 

■*  Unwrought  pure  magnesium  contains  at  least 
99.8  percent  magnesium  by  weight  and  is  sold  in 
various  slab  and  ingot  forms  and  sizes.  Products 
that  have  the  aforementioned  primary  magnesium 
content  but  do  not  conform  to  ASTM  specifications 
or  other  industry  or  customer-specific  specifications 
are  included  in  the  scope  of  these  investigations. 
Pure  unwTought  magnesium  is  provided  for  in 
subheadings  8104.11.00  and  8104.20.00  of  the 
Harmonized  Tariff  Schedule  of  the  United  States 
(HTS).  Excluded  &om  the  scdpe  of  investigation  are 
magnesium  anodes,  granular  magnesium  (including 
turnings  and  powder),  and  secondary  magnesium. 
See  also.  Commerce’s  scope  of  investigation  in  its 
notice  of  initiation,  59  FR  21748. 

> Commissioner  Crawford  dissenting. 
Commissioner  Bragg  did  not  participate  in  the 
determinations  in  these  investigations. 

*  Unwrought  alloy  magnesium  contains  less  than 
99.8  percent  magnesium  by  weight  but  50  percent 
or  more  magnesium  by  weight,  with  magnesium 
being  the  largest  metallic  element  in  the  alloy  by 
weight,  and  is  sold  in  various  ingot  and  billet  forms 
and  sizes.  Products  that  have  aforementioned 
primary  magnesium  content  but  do  not  conform  to 
ASTM  specifications  or  other  industry  or  customer- 
specific  specifications  are  included  in  the  scopie  of 
these  investigations.  Alloy  unwrought  magnesium 
are  provided  for  in  subheadings  8104.19.00  and 
8104.20.00  of  the  HTS.  Excluded  from  the  scope  of 
investigation  are  magnesium  anodes,  granular 
magnesium  (including  turnings  and  powder),  and 
secondary  magnesium.  See  also.  Commerce's  scope 
of  investigation  in  its  notice  of  initiation.  59  PR 
21748. 


China  and  Russia,  that  are  alleged  to  be 
sold  in  the  United  States  at  less  than  fair 
value  (LTFV). 

On  the  basis  of  the  record  developed 
in  investigation  No.  731-TA-698 
(Preliminary),  the  Commission  also 
determines,^  pursuant  to  the  Act,  that 
there  is  no  reasonable  indication  that  an 
industry  in  the  United  States  in 
materially  injured  or  threatened  with 
material  injury  or  that  the  establishment 
of  an  industry  in  the  United  States  is 
materially  retarded,  by  reason  of 
imports  of  unwrought  alloy  magnesium 
from  Ukraine,  that  are  alleged  to  be  sold 
in  the  United  States  at  less  than  fair 
value  (LTFV). 

Background 

On  March  31, 1994,  a  petition  was 
filed  with  Commission  and  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce  (Commerce) 
by  Magnesium  Corporation  of  America 
(Magcorp),  Salt  Lake  City,  UT;  the 
International  Union  of  Operating 
Engineers,  Local  564,  Freeport,  TX;  and 
the  United  Steelworker#of  America, 
Local  8319,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT. 
Accordingly,  effective  March  31, 1994, 
the  Commission  instituted  preliminary 
antidumping  investigations  Nos.  731- 
TA-696-698  (Preliminary). 

Notice  of  the  institution  of  the 
Commission’s  investigations  and  of  a 
public  conference  to  be  held  in 
connection  therewith  was  given  by 
posting  copies  of  the  notice  in  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary,  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission,  Washington,  DC, 
and  by  publishing  the  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  April  12, 1994.®  The 
conference  was  held  in  Washington,  DC, 
on  April  21, 1994,  and  all  persons  who 
requested  the  opportunity  were 
permitted  to  appear  in  person  or  by 
counsel. 

The  Commission  transmitted  its 
determinations  in  these  investigations  to 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  on  May  16, 
1994.  The  views  of  the  Commission  are 
contained  in  USITC  Publication  2775 
(May  1994),  entitled  “Magnesium  from 
The  People’s  Republic  of  China,  Russia, 
and  Ukraine:  Investigations  Nos.  731- 
TA-696-698  (Preliminary).’’ 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  May  23, 1994. 

Donna  R.  Koehnke, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12895  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  7020-02-P-M 


'Chairman  Newquist  dissenting.  Commissioner 
Bragg  did  not  participate  in  the  determinations  in 
this  investigation. 

“SaPR  17399. 


pnvestigation  No.  337-TA-355] 

Certain  Vehicle  Security  Systems  and 
Components  Thereof;  Notice  of 
Commission  Decision  To  Extend  the 
Deadline  for  Determining  Whether  To 
Review  an  Initial  Determination 

agency:  International  Trade 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice. 


SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Commission  has  extended  until  June 

8. 1994,  the  deadline  by  which  it  must 
determine  whether  to  review  an  initial 
determination  (ID)  (Order  No.  18) 
granting  a  motion  for  summary 
determination  in  the  above-captioned 
investigation. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Andrea  C.  Casson,  Esq.,  Office  of  the 
funeral  Counsel,  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission,  500  E  Street,  SW., 
W'ashington,  DC  20436,  telephone  202- 
205-3105. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  April 

19. 1994,  the  presiding  administrative 
law  judge  (ALJ)  issued  an  order  denying 
complainant’s  motion  to  terminate  the 
investigation  based  on  withdrawal  of  its 
complaint  and  an  ID  terminating  the 
investigation  based  on  summary 
determination  of  patent  invalidity. 
Under  Commission  interim  rule 
210.53(h),  the  ID  would  have  become 
the  determination  of  the  Commission  on 
May  20, 1994,  unless  review  was 
ordered  or  the  review  deadline 
extended. 

This  action  is  taken  under  the 
authority  of  section  337  of  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930  (19  U.S.C.  1337)  and 
Commission  interim  rule  210.53(h)  (19 
CFR  210.53(h)). 

Copies  of  the  nonconfidential  version 
of  the  ID  and  all  other  nonconfidential 
documents  filed  in  coimection  with  this 
investigation  are  or  will  be  available  for 
inspection  during  official  business 
hours  (8:45  a.m.  to  5:15  p.m.)  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission,  500  E 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20436, 

*  telephone  202-205-2000.  Hearing- 
impaired  persons  are  advised  that 
information  on  this  matter  can  be 
obtained  by  contacting  the 
Commission’s  TDD  terminal  on  202- 
205-1810. 

Issued:  May  20, 1994. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Donna  R.  Koehnke, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12894  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  702<M>2-P 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Ex  Parte  No.  518] 

Railroad  Cost  of  Capital— 1993 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  decision. 

summary:  On  May  25, 1994,,  the 
Commission  served  a  decision  to  update 
its  estimate  of  the  railroad  industry’s 
cost  of  capital  for  1993.  The  composite 
cost  of  capital  rate  for  1993  is  found  to 
be  11.4%,  based  on  a  current  cost  of 
debt  of  6.9%,  a  cost  of  preferred  equity 
capital  of  3.9%,  a  cost  of  common 
equity  capital  of  13.2%,  and  a  25.7% 
debt,  2.0%  preferred  equity,  and  72.3% 
common  equity  capital  structure  mix. 
The  cost  of  capital  finding  made  in  this 
proceeding  will  be  used  in  a  variety  of 
Commission  proceedings. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  action  is  effective 
May  25, 1994. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Leonard  J.  Blistein,  (202)  927-6171. 

(TDD  for  hearing  im{>aired:  (202)  927- 
5721.1 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  cost 
of  capital  finding  in  this  decision 
should  be  used  to  evaluate  the  adequacy 
of  railroad  revenues  for  1993  under  the 
standards  and  procedures  promulgated 
in  Standards  for  Railroad  Revenue 
Adequacy.  3  I.C.C.2d  261  (1986).  This 
finding  may  also  be  used  in  other 
Commission  proceedings  such  as  the 
prescription  of  maximum  reasonable 
rate  levels  and  proposed  abandonments 
of  rail  lines.  Additional  information  is 
contained  in  the  Commission’s  decision. 
To  obteiin  a  copy  of  the  full  decision, 
write  to,  call,  or  pick  up  in  person  from: 
Dynamic  Concepts,  Inc.,  room  2229, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
Building,  Washington,  DC  20423. 
Telephone:  (202)  289-4357/4359. 
[Assistance  for  the  hearing  impaired  is 
available  through  TDD  services  (202) 
927-5721.] 

Environmental  and  Energy 
Considerations 

This  action  will  not  significantly 
affect  either  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  or  the  conservation  of 
energy  resources. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis 

Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  605(b),  we 
conclude  that  our  action  in  this 
proceeding  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  The  purpose 
and  effect  of  this  action  is  to  update  the 
annual  railroad  industry  cost  of  capital 


finding  by  the  Commission.  No  new 
reporting  or  other  regulatory 
requirements  are  imposed,  directly  or 
indirectly,  on  small  entities. 

Authority:  49  U.S.C  10704(a). 

Decided;  May  18, 1994. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  McDonald, 
Vice  Chairman  Phillips,  Commissioners 
Simmons  and  Morgan. 

Sidney  L.  Strickland,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12871  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BiLLMQ  CODE  703S-01-P 


[Finance  Docket  No.  32494] 

SMS  Rail  Service,  Inc.— Lease  and 
Operate  Exemption — Pureland 
Association,  Inc. 

SMS  Rail  Service,  Inc.,  a  noncarrier, 
has  filed  a  notice  of  exemption  to 
acquire  by  lease  and  to  operate  as  a 
railroad  common  carrier  rail  lines  of 
Pureland  Association,  Inc.,  beginning  at 
the  turnout  fi-om  Consolidated  Rail 
Corporation  (Conrail)  track  near  the 
line’s  intersection  with  Jackson  Street, 
near  Nortonville,  NJ,  winding 
southeasterly  and  crossing  Pedricktown 
Road,  tiuning  northeasterly  and  crossing 
High  Hill  Road,  and  winding  north  and 
west,  crossing  High  Hill  Road  again  to 
the  turnout  from  the  Conrail  track  near 
the  line’s  intersection  with  High  Hill 
Road,  near  Bridgeport,  NJ,  including 
spur  lines  and  branches,  all  within  the 
Pureland  Industrial  Complex  in 
Gloucester  County,  NJ.  The  lines  are 
about  3.5  miles  long. 

The  transaction  was  expected  to  be 
consummated  on  or  after  April  25, 1994. 
Comments  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  and  served  on  Fritz  R. 
Kahn,  suite  120, 1101  30th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20007. 

The  notice  is  filed  imder  49  CFR 
1150.31.  If  the  notice  contains  false  or 
misleading  information,  the  exemption 
is  void  ab  initio.  Petitions  to  revoke  the 
exemption  imder  49  U.S.C.  10505(d) 
may  be  filed  at  any  time.  'The  filing  of 
a  petition  to  revoke  will  not 
automatically  stay  the  transaction. 

Decided:  May  19, 1994. 

By  the  Commission,  David  M.  Konschnik, 
Director,  Office  of  Proceedings. 

Sidney  L.  Strickland,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  94-12872  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  7036-0t-e 


[Finance  Docket  No.  32504] 

Wisconsin  Central  Ltd.— Trackage 
Rights  Exemption— The  Chicago, 
Central  &  Pacific  Railroad  Company 

The  Chicago,  Central  &  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  (CCP)  has  agreed  to 
grant  overhead  trackage  rights  to 
Wisconsin  Central  Ltd.  over  6.09  miles 
of  its  main  line  between  milepost  8.43 
west  of  Belt  Crossing,  IL  and  the  point 
of  division  of  ownership  between  CCP 
and  Indiana  Harbor  Belt  Railroad 
Company  near  milepost  14.52  at 
Broadview,  IL.  The  trackage  rights  were 
to  become  effective  on  or  after  May  19, 
1994. 

This  notice  is  filed  under  49  CFR 
1180.2(d)(7).  If  the  notice  contains  false 
or  misleading  information,  the 
exemption  is  void  ab  initio.  Petitions  to 
revoke  the  exemption  under  49  U.S.C. 
10505(d)  may  be  filed  at  any  time.  The 
filing  of  a  petition  to  revoke  will  not 
stay  the  transaction.  Pleadings  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  and  served 
on:  Janet  Gilbert,  Assistant  General 
Counsel,  Wisconsin  Central  Ltd.,  6250 
North  River  Road,  Suite  9000, 
Rosemont,  IL  60018. 

As  a  condition  to  the  use  of  this 
exemption,  any  employees  adversely 
affected  by  the  trac^ge  rights  will  be 
protected  under  Norfolk  and  Western 
Ry.  Co. — Trackage  Rights — BN,  354 
I.C.C.  605  (1978),  as  modified  in 
Mendocino  Coast  Ry..  Inc. — Lease  and 
Operate,  360 1.CC.  653  (1980). 

Decided:  May  19, 1994. 

By  the  Commission,  David  M.  Konschnik, 
Director,  Oftke  of  Proceedings. 

Sidney  L.  Strickland,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12873  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  703S-01-P 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

Agency  Recordkeeping/Reporting 
Requirements  Under  Review  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(0MB) 

Background 

'The  Department  of  Labor,  in  carrying 
out  its  responsibilities  under  the 
Pajierwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35),  considers  comments  on  the 
reporting/recordkeeping  requirements 
that  will  affect  the  public. 

List  of  Recordkeeping/Reporting 
Requirements  Under  Review 

As  necessary,  the  Department  of  Labor 
will  publish  a  list  of  the  Agency 
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recordkeeping/reporting  requirements 
under  review  by  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (0MB)  since 
the  last  list  was  published.  The  list  will 
have  all  entries  grouped  into  new 
collections,  revisions,  extensions,  or 
reinstatements.  The  Departmental 
Clearance  Officer  will,  upon  request,  be 
able  to  advise  members  of  the  public  of 
the  nature  of  the  particular  submission 
th^  are  interested  in. 

Each  entry  may  contain  the  following 
information: 

The  Agency  Of  the  Department  issuing 
this  recordkeeping/reporting 
requirement. 

The  title  of  the  recordkeeping/reporting 
re(mirement. 

The  OMB  and/or  Agency  identification 
numbers,  if  applicable. 

How  often  the  recordkeeping/reporting 
requirement  is  needed. 

Whether  small  businesses  or 
organizations  are  affected. 

An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of  hours 
needed  to  comply  with  the 
recordkeeping/reporting  requirements 
and  the  average  hours  per  respondent. 
The  number  of  forms  in  me  request  for 
approval,  if  applicable. 

An  abstract  describing  the  need  for  and 
uses  of  the  information  collection. 

Comments  and  Questions 
Copies  of  the  recordkeeping/reporting 
requirements  may  be  obtained  by  calling 
the  Departmental  Clearance  Office, 
Kenneth  A.  Mills  (202-219-5095). 

Comments  and  questions  about  the 
items  on  this  list  should  be  directed  to 
Mr.  Mills.  Office  of  Information 
Resources  Management  Policy,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  200  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  room  N-1301, 
Washington,  DC  20210.  Comments 
should  iso  be  sent  to  the  Office  of 
Information  and  Regulatory  Affairs, 

Attn:  OMB  Desk  Officer  for  (BLS/DM/ 
ESA/ETA/OAW/MSHA/OSHA/PWBA/ 
VETS),  Ofiice  of  Management  and 
Budget,  Room  3001,  Washington,  DC 
20503  (202-  395-6880). 

Any  member  of  the  public  who  wants 
to  comment  on  recordkeeping/reporting 
requirements  which  have  been 
submitted  to  OMB  should  advise  Mr. 
Mills  of  this  intent  at  the  earliest 
possible  date. 

Extension 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics 
Supplemental  Telephone 
Communications  Sur\’ey  < 
Annually 

Businesses  or  other  for-profit 
14  respondents;  171  hours  per  response: 
2,400  total  hours;  1  form 
Detailed  information  pertaining  to  the 
inputs  of  local  exchange  carriers  in  the 


telephone  communications  industry  is 
needed  for  producti\ity  statistics,  "^e 
information  will  be  used  in  a 
multifactor  productivity  measure  for  the 
local  telephone  commxmications 
industry.  The  respondents  are  regional 
Bell  operating  companies  and  other 
local  exchange  carriers,  who  have  all 
agreed  to  participate. 

Signed  at  Washington,  DC  this  17th  day  of 
May,  1994. 

Kenneth  A.  Mills, 

Departmental  Clearance  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12810  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILLINQ  COD€  45ie-24-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  50-438  and  50-439] 

Bellefonte  Nuclear  Plant; 

Environmental  Assessment  and 
Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  is 
considering  issuance  of  extensions  of 
the  latest  construction  completion  dates 
specified  in  Construction  Permit  Nos. 
CPPR-122  and  CPPR-123  issued  to 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  (TVA, 
applicant)  for  the  Bellefonte  Nuclear 
Plant  (BLN),  Units  1  and  2,  respectively. 
The  facility  is  located  at  the  appUcant’s 
site  on  the  west  shore  of  Guntersville 
Reservoir,  about  6  miles  east-northeast 
of  Scottsboro,  Alabama. 

Environmental  Assessment 
Identification  of  Proposed  Action 

The  proposed  action  would  extend 
the  latest  construction  completion  date 
of  Construction  Permit  No.  CPPR-122 
from  July  1, 1994  to  October  1,  2001  and 
the  latest  construction  completion  date 
of  Construction  Permit  No.  CPPR-123 
from  July  1, 1996  to  October  1,  2004. 

The  proposed  action  is  in  response  to 
the  applicant’s  request  dated  April  19, 
1994. 

The  Need  for  the  Proposed  Action 

The  proposed  action  is  needed 
because  the  construction  of  the  facility 
is  not  yet  fully  completed.  The 
applicant  requested  the  extensions 
because  construction  activities  had  been 
deferred  in  1988  due,  in  part,  to  a  lower 
than  expected  load  forecast.  On  March 
23. 1993,  TVA  notified  NRC  that  it 
planned  to  resume  completion  activities 
120  days  from  the  date  of  the  letter.  As 
a  result  of  the  delay  from  the  inactivity 
during  the  construction  deferral,  TVA  is 
unable  to  complete  the  construction  of 
the  two  units  before  the  expiration  dates 
of  the  construction  permits,  therefore 


extensions  are  now  necessary.  In 
addition,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Energy  Policy  Act  of  1992,  TVA  is 
currently  engaged  in  an  Integrated 
Resource  Planning  (IRP)  process  to 
consider  the  least  cost  options  for 
providing  an  adequate  supply  of 
electricity  to  TVA’s  customers.  As  part 
of  this  planning  process,  TVA  will 
evaluate  the  completion  of  the  BLN 
units  along  with  other  generating 
options.  The  IRP  process  is  presently 
scheduled  for  completion  in  November 
1995.  Additional  delays  associated  with 
the  above  efforts  to  ensure  that  BLN 
meets  regulatory  requirements  and 
licensing  commitments  make  it 
necessary  for  TVA  to  request  extensions 
of  the  expiration  dates  for  Construction 
Permit  Nos.  CPPR-122  and  CPPR-123. 

Environmental  Impacts  of  the  Proposed 
Action 

The  environmental  impacts  associated 
with  the  construction  of  the  facility 
have  been  previously  discussed  and 
evaluated  in  the  staffs  Final 
Environmental  Statement  (FES)  issued 
in  June  1974  for  the  construction  permit 
stage  which  covered  construction  of 
both  units. 

The  proposed  extensions  will  not 
allow  any  work  to  be  performed  that  is 
not  already  allowed  by  the  existing 
construction  permit.  The  only  change  is 
that  the  environmental  impacts 
discussed  and  evaluated  in  the  FES  will 
be  gradual  and  extend  to  longer  periods 
of  time  than  the  construction  periods 
considered  in  the  FES.  The  probability 
of  accidents  has  not  been  increased  and 
post-accident  radiological  releases  will 
not  be  greater  than  previously 
determined,  nor  do  the  proposed 
extensions  otherwise  affect  radiological 
plant  effluents.  Therefore,  the 
Commission  concludes  that  there  are  no 
significant  radiological  enviroiunental 
impacts  associated  with  the  proposed 
extensions. 

Based  on  the  foregoing,  the  NRC  staff 
has  concluded  that  the  proposed  action 
would  have  no  significant 
environmental  impact.  Since  this  action 
w'ould  only  extend  the  period  of 
construction  activities  described  in  the 
FES,  it  does  not  involve  any  different 
impacts  or  a  significant  change  to  those 
impacts  described  and  analyzed  in  the 
original  environmental  impact 
statement.  Consequently,  an 
environmental  impact  statement 
addressing  the  proposed  action  is  not 
required. 

Alternatives  Considered 

A  possible  alternative  to  the  proposed 
action  would  be  to  deny  the  request. 
Under  this  alternative,  the  applicant 
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would  not  be  able  to  complete 
construction  of  the  facility.  This  would 
result  in  a  denial  of  the  benefit  of  power 
production.  This  option  would  not 
eliminate  the  environmental  impacts'of 
construction  already  incurred. 

If  construction  were  halted  and  not 
completed,  site  redress  activities  would 
restore  some  small  areas  to  their  natviral 
states.  This  would  be  a  slight 
environmental  benefit,  but  much 
outweighed  by  the  economic  losses  from 
denial  of  use  of  a  facility  that  is  nearly 
completed.  (Unit  1  is  about  85% 
complete,  and  Unit  2  is  about  45% 
complete).  Therefore,  this  alternative  is 
rejected. 

Alternative  Use  of  Resources 

This  action  does  not  involve  the  use 
of  resources  not  previously  considered 
in  the  FES  for  Bellefonte. 

Agencies  and  Persons  Contacted 

The  NRC  staff  reviewed  the 
applicant’s  request  and  applicable 
documents  referenced  therein  that 
support  the  extensions.  The  NRC  did 
not  consult  other  agencies  or  persons. 

Finding  Of  No  Significant  Impact 

The  Commission  has  determined  not 
to  prepare  an  environmental  impact 
statement  for  this  action.  Based  upon 
the  environmental  assessment,  the  staff 
concludes  that  this  action  will  not  have 
a  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment. 

For  details  with  respect  to  this  action, 
see  the  request  for  extensions  dated 
April  19, 1994,  which  is  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Conunission 
Public  Dociunent  Room,  2120  L  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  and  at  the  Local 
Public  Dociunent  Room,  Scottsboro 
Public  Library,  1002  South  Broad  Street, 
Scottsboro,  Alabama  37402. 

Dated  at  Rcx:kvine,  Maryland  this  19th  day 
of  May  1994. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

Frederick  ).  Hebdon, 

Director,  Project  Directorate  II-4,  Division  of 
Reactor  Projects  ////,  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12859  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  7S90-01-M 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Forms  Under  Review  by  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget 

Agency  Clearance  Officer:  John  J. 
Lane,  (202)  942-8800. 

Upon  Written  Request,  Copy 
Available  From:  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission.  Office  of  Filings 


and  Information  Services,  450  Fifth 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C  20549. 

Extensions 

Form  N— 4 — File  No.  270-282 
Form  N-17f-l— File  No.  270-316 
Form  N-17f-2— File  No.  270-317 
Form  ADV-E— File  No.  270-318 
Rule  6A-1  and  Form  1 — File  No.  270- 
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Form  12b-l — File  No.  270-188 
Form  22d-l— File  No.  270-275 

Proposed  Revisions 

Form  S-1 — File  No.  270-58 
Form  S-4— File  No.  270-287 
Form  10— File  No.  270-51 
Form  10-K — File  No.  270—48 
Form  F-1 — File  No.  270-249 
Form  F-2— File  No.  270-250 
Form  F-3— File  No.  270-251 
Form  F-4— File  No.  270-288 
Form  20-F— File  No.  270-156 
Regulation  S-X — File  No.  270-3 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980 
(44  U.S.C.  3501  et  seq),  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  has 
submitted  for  OMB  approval  extensions 
and/or  proposed  revisions  for  the 
following  rules  and  forms; 

Form  N— 4  is  the  registration  form 
used  by  separate  accounts  ofiering 
variable  annuity  contracts.  The  form  is 
used  to  register  the  separate  accounts  as 
unit  investment  trusts  under  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940  (1940 
Act)  and  to  register  the  securities  issued 
by  the  separate  accounts  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933.  There  are 
approximately  288  registrants  currently 
filing  Form  N-4.  It  is  estimated  that  it 
would  take  139.3  hours  per  respondent 
with  a  total  annual  burden  of  40,118 
hours. 

Form  N-17f-l  is  the  cover  sheet  for 
accountant  examination  certificates 
filed  pursuant  to  rule  17f-l  under  the 
1940  Act  by  management  investment 
companies  maintaining  securities  or 
other  investments  with  companies  that 
are  members  of  a  national  securities 
exchange.  There  are  approximately  23 
registrants  currently  filing  accoimtant 
examination  certificates.  The  time 
necessary  for  investment  companies  to 
comply  with  the  form’s  requirements  is 
less  than  three  minutes. 

Form  N-17f-2  is  the  cover  sheet  for 
accountant  examination  certificates 
filed  piursuant  to  rule  17f-2  under  the 
1940  Act  by  management  investment 
companies  maintaining  custody  of 
securities  or  other  investments.  There 
are  approximately  130  registrants 
currently  filing  accountant  examination 
certificates.  The  time  necessary  for 
investment  compianies  to  comply  with 
the  form’s  requirements  is  less  than 
three  minutes. 


Form  ADV-E  is  the  cover  sheet  for 
accountant  examination  certificates 
filed  pursuant  to  rule  206(4)-2  under 
the  Investment  Advisers  Act  of  1940 
(Advisers  Act)  by  investment  advisers 
retaining  custody  of  client  securities  or 
funds.  There  are  approximately  752 
registrants  currently  filed  accountant 
examination  certificates.  The  time 
necessary  for  investment  advisers  to 
comply  with  the  form’s  requirements  is 
less  than  three  minutes. 

Rule  6a-l  and  Form  1  prescribes  the 
form  for  registration  as  a  national 
securities  exchange.  New  filings  on 
Form  1  are  very  rare,  with  an  estimated 
burden  of  45  hours  per  response. 

Rule  22d-l  requires  that  any 
scheduled  veiriation  be  applied 
uniformly  to  all  offerees.  Absent 
adequate  public  notice,  shareholders 
would  not  necessarily  learn  about  new 
scheduled  variations  in  sales  load.  The 
rule  imposes  a  burden  of  15  minutes 
annually,  per  respondent. 

Rule  12b-l  requires  registered  open- 
end  investment  companies  that  intend 
to  distribute  their  own  securities  and 
pay  the  expenses  of  distribution  to 
adopt  a  distribution  plan,  provide 
directors  with  quarterly  reports  of 
expenditures  pursuant  to  that  plan  and 
keep  certain  records.  The  rule  imposes 
an  annual  burden  of  40  hours  per 
registrant  to  maintain  a  distribution 
plan. 

Form  S-1  is  used  by  issuers  that  are 
not  eligible  to  use  any  of  the  specialized 
forms  to  register  securities  pursuant  to 
the  federal  securities  laws.  It  is 
estimated  that  approximately  1,239 
respondents  would  file  Form  S-1 
annually  at  1,275  burden  hours  per 
response  with  a  total  annual  burden  of 
1,579,725  hours. 

Form  S— 4  is  used  by  issuers  to  register 
securities  issued  in  business 
combination  transactions  pursuant  to 
the  federal  securities  laws.  It  is 
estimated  that  approximately  505 
respondents  would  file  Form  S-4 
annually  at  1,235  burden  hours  per 
response  with  a  total  aimual  burden  of 
623,675  hours. 

Form  10  registers  securities  pursuant 
to  Section  12(b)  or  12(g)  under  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  for 
classes  of  issuers  for  which  no  other 
form  is  prescribed.  It  is  estimated  that 
approximately  110  respondents  would 
file  Form  10  annually  at  99  burden 
hours  per  response  with  a  total  annual 
burden  of  10,890  hours. 

Form  10-K  elicits  information 
concerning  the  financial  condition  and 
business  operations  for  each  fiscal  year 
for  issuers  of  publicly-traded  securities 
pursuant  to  Sections  13  or  15(d)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  It  is 
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estimated  that  approximately  6,261 
respondents  would  file  Form  10-K 
annually  at  1,692.5  burden  hours  per 
response  with  a  total  annual  burden  of 
10,596,742.5  hours. 

Form  F-1  is  used  by  foreign  issuers  to 
register  securities  pursuant  to  the 
federal  securities  laws.  It  is  estimated 
that  approximately  13  respondents 
would  file  Form  F-1  annually  at  2,190 
burden  hours  per  response  with  a  total 
annual  burden  of  28,470  hours. 

Form  F-2  is  used  by  foreign  private 
issuers  to  register  securities  pursuant  to 
the  federal  seciuities  laws.  It  is 
estimated  that  approximately  3 
respondents  would  file  Form  F-2 
annually  at  764  burden  hours  per 
response  with  a  total  annual  burden  of 
2,292  hours. 

Form  F-3  is  used  by  foreign  private 
issuers  to  register  securities  pursuant  to 
the  federal  securities  laws.  It  is 
estimated  that  approximately  5 
respondents  would  file  Form  F-3 
annually  at  214  burden  hours  per 
response  with  a  total  annual  burden  of 
1,070  hours. 

Form  F-4  is  used  by  foreign  private 
issuers  to  register  securities  issues  iii 
connection  with  business  combinations 
pursuant  to  the  federal  securities  laws. 

It  is  estimated  that  approximately  2 
respondents  would  file  Form  F-4 
annually  at  1,309  burden  hours  per 
response  with  a  total  aimual  burden  of 
2,618  hours. 

Form  20-F  elicits  material 
information  concerning  the  financial 
condition  and  operations  of  foreign 
private  issuers  in  order  to  permit 
investors  to  make  informed  investment 
decisions.  It  is  estimated  that 
approximately  133  respondents  would 
file  Form  20-F  armually  at  1,995  burden 
hours  per  response  with  a  total  atmual 
burden  of  265,335  hours. 

Regulation  S-X  has  been  assigned  one 
burden  hour  for  administrative 
convenience,  since  the  regulation 
simply  prescribes  the  disclosure  that 
must  appear  in  other  filings  under  the 
securities  laws. 

General  comments  regarding  the 
estimated  burden  hours  should  be 
directed  to  OMB  Clearance  Officer  for 
the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  at  the  address  below.  Any 
comments  concerning  the  accuracy  of 
the  estimated  average  burden  hours  for 
compliance  with  Commission  rules  and 
forms  should  be  directed  to  John  J.  Lane, 
Associate  Executive  Director,  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  450  Fifth 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  E)C  20549  and 
OMB  Clearance  Officer  for  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget,  room 
3208,  New  Executive  Office  Building, 


Washington,  DC  20503  (Project 
Numbers  3235-0318,  3235-0359,  3235- 
0360, 3235-0361,  3235-0017,  3235- 
0212, 3235-0310,  3235-0065,  3235- 
0324, 3235-0064, 3235-0063,  3235- 
0258, 3235-0257,  3235-0256,  3235- 
0325,  3235-0288, and  3235-0009). 

Dated:  May  13, 1994. 

Jonathan  G.  Katz, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  94-12892  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  8010-01-M 


[Release  No.  34-34089;  File  No.  SR-Amex- 
92-41] 

Self-Regulatory  Organizations; 
American  Stock  Exchange,  inc.;  Order 
Approving  Proposed  Ruie  Change  and 
Amendment  No.  1  to  Proposed  Ruie 
Change  Reiating  to  Priority  of  Agency 
Orders  to  Cross  Biocks  of  25,000 
Shares  or  More  Under  Ruie  126(g), 
Commentary  .01  and  .02. 

May  19, 1994. 

I.  Introduction 

On  November  23, 1992,  the  American 
Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  (“Amex”  or 
“Exchange”)  submitted  to  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission 
(“Commission”  or  “SEC”),  pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)(1)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  (“Act”) '  and  Rule 
19b-4  thereunder, 2  a  proposed  rule 
change  to  amend  Amex  Rule  126(g) 
relating  to  the  priority  and  precedence 
of  bids  and  offers.  The  proposed  rule 
specifies  that  agency  block  cross 
transactions  ,2  where  both  buy  and  sell 
orders  are  for  accoimts  other  than  that 
of  a  member  or  member  organization, 
can  be  effected  without  interference  at 
the  proposed  cross  price.  The  proposal, 
however,  would  allow  the  cross  to  be 
broken  up  at  a  price  that  is  better  than 
the  proposed  cross  price  for  one  side  or 
the  other.  The  proposed  rule  change  is 
known  as  the  “clean  cross”  proposal. 

On  March  30, 1994,  the  Exchange 
submitted  to  the  Commission 
Amendment  No.  1  to  the  proposed  rule 
change  in  order  to  increase  the 
minimum  size  of  agency  crosses  that 


>  15  U.S.C  78»(b)(l)  (1988). 

*  17  CFR  240.19b-4  (1991). 

^  In  a  cross  transaction,  a  member  wlio  lias  an 
order  to  buy  and  an  order  to  sell  an  equivalent 
amount  of  the  same  stock  wishes  to  execute  the 
orders  against  .each  other.  Because  the  member 
already  has  both  sides  of  the  trade,  the  member 
does  not  wish  to  interact  with  other  market  interest. 
The  member,  however,  must  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  Amex  Rule  151  and  make  a  public  bid 
and  offer  on  behalf  of  both  sides  of  the  cross  before 
effecting  the  transaction.  The  offer  must  be  made  at 
a  price  which  is  higher  than  the  bid  by  the 
minimum  fractional  change  permitted  in  the 
security.  See  Amex  Rule  127. 


would  be  entitled  to  priority  under  the 
proposal  from  10,000  to  25,000  shares.^ 

The  proposed  rule  change  was 
published  for  comment  in  Securities 
Exchange  Act  Release  No.  33835  (March 
30, 1994),  59  FR  16247  (April  6, 1994). 
The  Commission  received  no  comment 
letters.  This  order  approves  the 
proposed  rule  change,  including 
Amendment  No.  1. 

II.  Background 

The  Exchange’s  auction  market 
procedures  are  codified  in  Amex  Rule 
126,  which  provides  for  the  manner  in 
which  bids  and  offers  at  the  same  price 
will  be  sequenced  for  execution.  A 
member  who  makes  the  first  bid  or  offer 
at  a  particular  price  has  “priority”  at 
that  price,  which  meems  that  the 
member  is  the  first  one  in  the  market 
entitled  to  receive  an  execution  at  that 
price.5  If  no  member  can  claim  priority, 
all  members  who  are  bidding  or  offering 
at  a  particular  price  are  deemed  to  be  on 
“parity”  with  each  other,  or  equivalent 
in  status.®  When  members  are  on  parity, 
a  member  with  orders  to  cross  blocks  of 
25,000  shares  or  more  may  claim 
“precedence  based  on  size”  and  thereby 
be  entitled  to  the  next  execution  at  that 
price.^ 

Currently,  members  attempting  to 
effect  a  “cross”  transaction  may  be 
required  to  yield  either  some  or  all  of 
one  side  of  their  cross  in  accordance 
with  these  rules.  More  specifically,  a 
cross  transaction  may  be  “broken  up” 
(i.e.,  participated  in  by  another  member) 
if  that  other  member  trades  with  either 
the  bid  or  the  offer  side  of  the 
transaction.  The  Amex  states  that  the 
proposed  amendments  to  Rule  126 
would  facilitate  the  ability  of  members 
to  execute  certain  types  of  cross 
transactions  on  the  Exchange  at  the 
cross  price,  while  still  providing  the 
opportunity  in  the  auction  market  for 
another  member  to  offer  price 
improvement  to  the  buyer  or  seller,  as 
the  case  may  be. 

III.  Description  of  the  Proposal 

The  Amex  proposes  to  amend  its 
priority  rules  to  allow  a  member  who 
has  an  order  to  buy  and  an  order  to  sell 
25,000  shares  or  more  of  the  same 


*  See  letter  from  Geraldine  M.  Brindisi,  Corporate 
Secretary,  Amex,  to  Diana  Luka-Hopson,  Brandi 
Chief,  Division  of  Market  Regulation,  SEC,  dated 
March  28, 1994. 

^  See  Amex  Rule  126(e)(1). 
o  See  Amex  Rule  126(e)(2H4).  Members  are  on 
parity  with  each  other  when  two  or  more  bids  or 
offers  are  announced  simultaneously,  or  after  a 
trade  takes  place  leaving  several  bids  or  offers 
unfilled  at  the  same  price  as  the  executed  trade. 

’’  See  Amex  Rule  126(g),  Commentary  .01. 
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security,®  where  neither  order  is  for  the 
account  of  a  member  or  a  member 
organization,  to  cross  those  orders  at  a 
price  that  is  at  or  within  the  prevaiUng 
quotation  without  being  broken  up  at 
the  cross  price,  irrespective  of  pre¬ 
existing  bids  and  offers  at  that  price.® 

The  proposal  will  allow  another 
member  to  trade  with  either  the  bid  or 
offer  side  of  the  cross  transaction  to 
provide  a  price  that  is  better  than  the 
proposed  cross  price,  but  the  other 
member  could  not  trade  with  the  cross 
bid  or  offer  at  a  price  which  is  the  same 
as  the  cross  price.  Moreover,  the 
proposal  will  require  that  the  member 
who  is  providing  a  better  price  to  one 
side  of  the  cross  transaction  must  trade 
with  all  other  market  interest  having 
priority  at  that  price  before  trading  with 
any  part  of  the  cross  transaction.^® 

To  avoid  conflict  with  the  Amex’s 
proposed  clean  cross  rule,  as  discussed 
above.  Commentary  .01  to  Rule  126(g) 
will  be  amended  so  as  to  a^ord  size 
precedence  to  orders  to  cross  25,000 
shares  or  more  only  when  members  or 
member  organizations  are  involved  as 
principal  on  one  or  both  sides  of  the 
cross.  In  addition,  the  amendments  to 
Commentary  .01  will  clarify  that  such 
orders  to  cross  are  entitled  to 
precedence  only  when  they  are  on 
parity  with  other  orders  on  the  Floor 
(j.e.,  both  sides  of  the  cross  must  be 
represented  at  the  specialist’s  post  when 
a  sale  clearing  the  floor  takes  place). 

The  Amex  states  that  the  proposal  is 
intended  to  facilitate  the  execution  of 
agency  cross  transactions  on  the 
Exchange.  According  to  the  Amex, 
confining  the  proposed  size  priority 
threshold  to  block  size  orders  of  25,000 
shares  or  more  will  limit  the  effects  of 
the  rule  primarily  to  actively  traded, 
liquid  securities.  In  addition,  the 
Exchange  states  that  the  proposal 
furthers  the  important  auction  market 
principle  of  price  improvement  by 
allowing  another  member  to  trade  with 
either  the  bid  or  offer  side  of  the  cross 
to  provide  a  price  that  is  better  than  the 

■Amendment  No.  1,  supra  note  4,  increased  the 
minimum  size  of  a  "clean  cross”  to  25,000  shares. 

■The  Amex  will  continue  to  require  that  the 
member  follow  the  crossing  procedures  of  Amex 
Rule  151  and  make  a  public  bid  and  offer  on  behalf 
of  both  sides  of  the  cross.  See  supra,  note  3.  Unlike 
existing  block  cross  procedures  under  Rule  126(g), 
Commentary  .01,  See  infra  note  11,  orders  to  be 
crossed  under  proposed  Rule  126(g),  (Commentary 
.02  will  not  be  required  to  be  on  parity  with  other 
orders  on  the  floor,  that  is  it  will  not  be  required 
that  the  priority  of  earlier  bids  and  offers  first  be 
removed,  by  means  of  a  sale,  before  effecting  the 
cross. 

><>Tbe  proposal  also  will  require  that  transactions 
effected  at  the  cross  price  in  reliance  on 
Commentary  .02  be  printed  as  “stopped  stock." 

"In  this  respect,  size  precedence  differs  from 
priority.  See  supra  note  9. 


proposed  cross  price.  The  Amex  also 
suggests  that  the  proposal  preserves  the 
auction  market  principle  of  priority  by 
requiring  that  a  member  who  wants  to 
break  up  a  cross  by  providing  a  better 
price  must  first  satisfy  all  other  market 
interest  having  priority  at  that  better 
price  before  trading  with  any  part  of  the 
cross  transaction. 

The  Exchange  believes  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  is  consistent  with 
Section  6(b)  of  the  Act  in  general  and 
furthers  the  objective(s)  of  Section 
6(b)(5)  in  particular  in  that  it  is  designed 
to  prevent  fraudulent  and  manipulative 
acts  and  practices,  to  promote  just  and 
equitable  principles  of  trade,  to  foster 
cooperation  and  coordination  with 
persons  engaged  in  regulating,  clearing, 
settling,  prcxessing  information  with 
respect  to,  and  facilitating  transactions 
in  securities,  and,  in  general,  to  protect 
investors  and  the  public  interest. 

rv.  Discussion 

The  Amex  clean  cross  proposal  is 
designed  to  facilitate  the  execution  of 
cross  transactions  on  the  Exchange.  As 
discussed  below,  due  to  the  Amex’s 
current  priority  rules,  some  Amex 
members  have  developed  the  practice  of 
transporting  cross  trades  to  the  regional 
exchanges  for  execution,  avoiding 
exposure  to  the  Amex’s  active  trading 
crowd  and  to  limit  orders  on  the  Amex’s 
specialists’  books.  The  clean  cross 
proposal,  in  contrast,  should  encourage 
Amex  members  to  execmte  their  cross 
transactions  on  the  Amex  because  the 
proposal  will  allow  a  member  who  has 
a  customer  order  to  buy  and  a  customer 
order  to  sell  25,000  shares  or  more  of 
the  same  security  to  cross  those  orders 
at  a  price  that  is  at  or  within  the 
prevailing  quotation,  irrespective  of  pre¬ 
existing  bids  or  offers  at  that  price.  The 
proposal  will  allow  another  member  to 
trade  with  either  the  bid  or  offer  side  of 
the  cross  to  provide  a  price  that  is  better 
than  the  proposed  cross  price,  but  the 
other  member  could  not  trade  with  the 
cross  bid  or  offer  at  a  price  which  is  the 
same  as  the  cross  price.  Moreover,  the 
proposal  will  uphold  traditional  auction 
market  principles  of  priority  and  price 
improvement  because  it  will  require 
that  the  member  who  is  providing  a 
better  price  to  one  side  of  the  cross  must 
trade  with  all  other  market  interest 
having  priority  at  that  price  before 
trading  with  any  part  of  the  cross. 

The  Commission  recognizes  that  the 
Amex’s  clean  cross  proposal  was 
prompted  by  the  competition  that  exists 
between  the  Amex  and  the  regional 
exchanges  for  order  flow  and,  in 
particular,  for  block  business.  The 
Commission  also  recognizes  that  the 
Amex’s  current  priority  rules  may 


restrict  the  ability  of  Amex  members  to 
execute  agency  block  cross  transactions 
on  the  Exchange.  Under  the  current 
rules,  a  member  who  tries  to  execute  a 
block-sized  agency  cross  on  the  Amex 
faces  the  possibility  that  another 
member  will  break  up  the  cross  at  the 
cross  price.  As  a  result,  the  member  may 
take  block-sized  orders  in  Amex-listed 
securities  to  a  regional  stock  exchange 
for  execution.  The  relatively  smaller 
number  of  limit  orders  on  the  books  of 
the  regional  stock  exchange  specialists 
and  the  virtual  absence  of  a  trading 
crowd  at  the  regional  exchanges  helps  to 
ensure  that  member  firms  will  be  able 
to  execute  their  cross  transactions  on 
the  regional  exchanges  with  little  or  no 
interference.  Indeed,  the  regional 
exchanges  compete  aggressively  with 

the  Amex  for  block  transactions.^ 2 

addition,  blocks  go  to  the  regional 
exchanges  because  of  the  low 
probability  that  a  block  will  be  broken 
up  on  the  regional  exchange. 

The  clean  cross  proposal  should 
facilitate  the  ability  of  Amex  members 
to  execute  block  agency  cross 
transactions  on  the  Amex  by  giving  such 
orders  priority  over  orders  at  or  within 
the  prevailing  quotation.  At  the  same 
time,  the  proposal  preserves  the  auction 
market  principle  of  price  improvement 
by  permitting  the  cross  transaction  to  be 
broken  up  at  a  better  price.  The  proposal 
also  preserves  the  principle  of  priority 
by  requiring  that  a  member  who  breaks 
up  a  cross  by  providing  a  better  price 
must  first  satisfy  all  existing  market 
interest  having  priority  at  that  better 
price  before  trading  with  any  part  of  the 
cross. 

The  Commission  recognizes  that 
approval  of  the  clean  cn'oss  proposal 
could  disadvantage  orders  on  the  book, 
or  in  the  trading  crowd,  at  the  same 
price  as  the  cross  transaction.  This  is  the 
only  aspect  of  the  proposal  that  really 
represents  a  departure  from  existing 
auction  market  principles.  Thus,  under 
the  proposal,  a  clean  cross  could  be 
executed  while  a  public  investor’s  limit 
order  on  the  book  remains  unexecuted. 
For  example,  if  a  public  customer  left  a 
limit  order  on  the  specialist’s  book  at  10 
a.m.,  bidding  for  500  shares  of  XYZ  at 
40,  a  so-called  clean  cross  could  be 
executed  at  10:10  at  a  price  of  40 
without  satisfying  the  public  customer 
order. 

The  Commission  recognizes  that  the 
Amex  proposal  may  not  be  the  ideal 
means  to  address  the  current  situation, 
in  which  a  block  transaction  can  be 
effected  on  one  of  the  regional  stock 
exchanges  or  in  the  third  market  and 
completely  avoid  the  Amex’s  limit  order 

"See  infra,  note  15. 
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book.  A  preferable  approach  would  be 
to  establish  a  means  of  intermarket  price 
protection  for  all  limit  orders  in  all 
market  centers.^*  However,  with  no 
means  of  intermarket  price»protection 
for  public  limit  order,  and  given 
Commission  approval  of  the  NYSE's 
identical  clean  cross  proposal,^^  as  well 
as  certain  regional  exchange  proposals 
designed  to  minimize  interference  with 
cross  transactions,'®  it  could  be  unfair  to 
preclude  the  Amex  from  adapting  to  the 
present  comp)etitive  environment  by 
facilitating  the  execution  of  agency 
block  cross  transactions  on  the 
Exchange.  Thus,  the  Commission 
believes  that  it  is  not  um^asonable  or 
inconsistent  with  the  Act  for  the  Amex 
to  react  to  competitive  pressures  for 
block  business  by  permitting  large 
agency  crosses  to  occur  at  or  within  the 
bid  or  offer  price.  The  proposed  rule 
change  should  further  competition 
among  exchanges  and  other  competing 
market  centers  and  increase 
opportunities  for  the  more  efficient 
execution  of  block-sized  agency  cross 
transactions. 

As  described  above,  members  who  do 
not  believe  that  they  can  execute  their 
block-sized  agency  orders  on  the  Amex 
currently  take  their  orders  to  the 
regional  stock  exchanges,  completely 
avoiding  exposure  to  limit  orders  on  the 
Amex  specialist’s  book.  The 
Commission  believes  that  approval  of 
the  proposal  will  not  result  in 
incremental  harm  to  public  customers. 
Assume,  for  example,  that  the  market  in 
XYZ  is  quoted  2OV4  bid,  20%  offer, 
100,000  shares  by  100,000  shares. 
Investor  A  has  a  limit  buy  order  on  the 
book  at  20  V*  for  1,000  shares  of  XYZ.  In 


’^The  Commt»sion  originally  attempted  to 
address  the  underlying  Issues  of  limit  order 
protection  and  competition  among  the  exchanges 
through  an  integrated  national  market  system  rule. 
Specifically,  the  Commission  proposed  Rule 
llAcl-3  under  the  Act  in  1979  to  require  that  all 
limit  orders  that  are  collected  in  a  particular  market 
center  receive  intermarket  price  protection  against 
executions  at  inferior  prices.  See  Securities 
Exchange  Act  Release  No.  15770  (April  26. 1979), 

44  FR  26692  (addressing  the  practice  of  transporting 
block  orders  from  one  market  to  another  to  avoid 
limit  orders  in  the  former  market).  Due  to  the  lack 
of  interest  from  the  relevant  markets  and  potential 
difTiculties  in  implementing  a  system  for 
intermarket  price  protection,  the  Commission 
withdrew  proposed  Rule  llAcl-3.  See  Securities 
Exchange  Act  Release  No.  31344  (October  21, 1992). 
57  FR  48581  (October  27. 1992). 

'^See  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  31343 
(October  21. 1992),  57  FR  48645  (October  27. 1992) 
(File  No.  SR-44YSE-90-39)  ("NYSE  Clean  Cross 
Order”). 

<^Seo  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  Nos. 

33708  (March  3. 1994),  59  FR  1 1339  (March  10. 
1994)  (File  No.  SR-MSE-93-05);  33391  (December 
28.  1993),  59  FR  336  ()anuury  4.  1994)  (File  No.  SR- 
PSE-91-11):  and  27205  (August  31.  1989).  54  FR 
37180  (September  7,  1989)  (File  No.  SR-Phlx-89- 
17). 


today’s  environment,  a  member 
intending  to  effect  a  100,000  share 
agency  cross  transaction  at  a  price  of 
2OV4  could  go  to  another  market  to 
execute  the  cross,  thereby  avoiding 
exposure  to  Investor  A’s  limit  buy  order 
of  2OV4.  As  a  result  of  the  proposed  rule 
change,  the  member  would,  to  comply 
with  Rule  151,  bid  2OV4  for  100,000 
shares  and  offer  100,000  shares  at  20% 
on  the  Amex  floor.  The  member’s 
100,000  share  clean  cross  of  2OV4  would 
have  priority,  and  the  cross  could  not  be 
broken  up  at  that  price.  Although 
Investor  A’s  limit  buy  order  would  not 
be  executed,  this  is  the  same  result  as 
if  the  block  was  done  on  another  market 
under  the  Amex’s  current  rules. 

The  commission  also  believes  that  the 
proposal  restricts  sufficiently  the 
circumstances  in  which  members  may 
execute  clean  cross  transactions  on  the 
Exchange.  In  particular,  the  Commission 
believes  that  the  share  size  threshold  of 
25,000  shares  or  more  should  help  to 
ensure  that  the  clean  cross  proposal  will 
apply  primarily  to  larger  block-sized 
orders  where  the  depth  of  the  prevailing 
bid  or  offer  may  be  less  likely  to  satisfy 
either  side  of  the  clean  cross.  In 
addition,  because  the  proposal  is 
limited  to  non-member  orders  only,  the 
proposal  should  assist  public  customers 
in  effecting  cross  transactions  on  the 
Amex  and  should  not  give  any  special 
advantage  to  members  and  member 
organizations  in  their  proprietary 
trading. 

Finally,  the  Commission  finds  that  the 
proposed  amendments  to  Commentary 
.01  will  eliminate  potential  confusion 
by  specifying  that  the  Amex’s  existing 
size  precedence  rule  does  not  apply  to 
those  agency  crosses  of  25,000  shares 
which  can  be  executed  pursuant  to 
Commentary  .02.  The  Commission  also 
has  concluded  that  the  Amex  proposal 
will  clarify  the  procedures  for  claiming 
precedence  based  on  size,  and  should 
help  to  ensure  that  bids  or  offers  with 
priority  are  not  disadvantaged. 

V.  Conclusion 

For  the  above  reasons,  the 
Commission  believes  that  the  proposed 
rule  change,  as  amended,  is  not 
inconsistent  with  Sections  6(b)(5), 
6(b)(8)  and  llA(a)(l)(C)(ii)  of  the  Act.'** 

It  therefore  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  (SR-Amex-92- 
41),  including  Amendment  No.  1,  is 
approved. 

>'>15  U.S.C.  78f  and  78k-l  (1988). 

>M5  U.S.C.  78s(b)(2)  (1988). 


For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Margaret  H.  McFarland, 

Depu  ty  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12823  Filed  5-25-94;  8;45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  B010-01-M 


[Release  No.  34-34088;  File  Nos.  SR-OCC- 
94-01  and  SR-4CC-04-O1] 

3elf-Regulatory  Organizations;  The 
Options  Clearing  Corporation  and  The 
Intermarket  Clearing  Corporation; 

Order  Approving  Proposed  Rule 
Changes  Relating  to  the  Cross-Netting 
of  Foreign  Currency  Options  and 
Futures 

May  19, 1994. 

On  January  18, 1994,  The  Options 
Clearing  Corporation  (“OCC”)  and  The 
Intermarket  Clearing  Corporation 
(“ICC”)  filed  proposed  rule  changes 
(File  Nos.  SR-OCC-94-01  and  SR-ICC- 
94-01)  with  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  (“Commission”) 
pursurmt  to  section  19(b)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
(“Act”).'  Notice  of  the  proposals 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  3, 1994,  to  solicit  comment  from 
interested  persons.'^  No  comments  were 
received  by  the  Commission.  This  order 
approves  the  proposals. 

I.  Description  of  the  Proposal 
A.  Cross-Netting  Under  Previous  Rules 

Under  OCC  and  ICC  rules,  a  joint 
clearing  member  (i.e.,  a  clearing  member 
which  is  a  clearing  member  of  both  OCC 
and  ICC)  may  elect  to  cross-net  its  OCC 
exercise  and  assignment  settlement 
obligations  in  OCC-cleared  foreign 
currency  options  (“OCC  obligations”) 
with  its  delivery  obligations  in  ICC- 
cleared  foreign  currency  futures  (“ICC 
obligations”)  on  the  same  foreign 
currency.  Cross-netting  occurs  when 
OCC  obligations  settle  on  a  date  that 
also  is  a  delivery  date  for  ICC 
obligations.  Because  such  dates  coincide 
only  one  day  each  month,  cross-netting 
is  performed  only  one  day  each  month. 

Previously,  a  joint  clearing  member 
that  had  elected  to  settle  by  cross¬ 
netting  selected  either  OCC  or  ICC  as  its 
designated  clearing  organization 
(“DCO”)  and  settl^  its  cross-netted 
obligations  with  its  DCO  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  the  DCO.  (OCC  and  ICC 
have  virtually  identical  rules  regarding 
the  settlement  of  foreign  currency 
obligations.)  The  DCO,  in  turn, 
performed  its  ordinary  clearance  and 


'  15  U.S.C  78s(b)  (1988). 

^  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  33666 
(February  23.  1994).  59  FR  10193. 
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settlement  activities  and  acted  as  agent 
for  the  other  clearing  organization  in 
settling  the  cross-netted  obligations.^ 

The  agreement  by  one  clearing 
organization  to  act  as  agent  for  the  other 
was  contained  in  the  Mutual  Agency 
Agreement  for  Foreign  Currency 
Settlement  ("Mutual  Agency 
Agreement”)  between  OCC  and  ICC.  The 
Mutual  Agency  Agreement  set  forth  the 
rights  and  obligations  of  OCC  and  ICC 
in  effecting  cross-netted  settlements  and 
the  effect  of  the  default  of  a  joint 
clearing  member  on  such  rights  and 
obligations. 

B.  Cross-Netting  Under  Newly  Approved 
Rules 

ICC  no  longer  desires  to  be  a  cross¬ 
netting  DCO;  therefore,  OCC  and  ICC  are 
eliminating  the  ability  of  a  joint  clearing 
member  to  select  ICC  as  a  E)CO.  These 
rule  changes  will  have  no  effect:  (1)  On 
the  basic  procedures  under  which  cross- 
netted  obligations  are  settled  or  (2)  upon 
any  joint  clearing  member  because  no 
joint  clearing  member  currently  or  has 
ever  selected  ICC  as  its  cross-netting 
DCO. 

To  accomplish  the  rule  changes,  OCC 
and  ICC  are  amending  OCC  Rule  1605(c) 
and  ICC  Rule  1205(c).  The  two  rules 
deal  with  the  cross-netting  of  foreign 
currency  obligations  and  are  being 
modified  to  state  that  henceforth  joint 
clearing  members  can  only  designate 
OCC  to  act  on  their  behalf  with  respect 
to  cross-netting  settlement.  OCC  and 
ICC  also  are  deleting  from  OCC  By-Laws 
Article  XV,  Section  1  and  from  ICC  Rule 
1202  the  term  and  definition  of 
,  “designated  clearing  organization." 

OCC  and  ICC  are  replacing  the 
existing  Mutual  Agency  Agreement  with 
the  Agreement  for  Cross-Netting  Foreign 
Currency  Settlements  (“Cross-Netting 
Agreement").  The  Cross-Netting 
Agreement,  which  is  based  on  the 
Mutual  Agency  Agreement,  has  been 
drafted  by  OCC  and  ICC  to  implement 
the  above-described  rule  changes. 
Specifically,  the  Cross-Netting 
Agreement  provides  that:  (1)  OCC  and 
ICC  will  furnish  a  form  notice  by  which 
a  joint  clearing  member  may  elect  to 
cross-net  its  OCC  and  ICC  obligations 
and  which  will  provide  that  only  OCC 
will  effect  the  cross-netted  settlements: 
(2)  OCC  agrees  to  act  as  agent  for  ICC  in 
effecting  cross-netted  settlements  with  a 
joint  clearing  member;  and  (3)  neither 
OCC  nor  ICC  will  change  its  rules 
relating  to  the  margining  and  to  the 
settling  of  foreign  currency  obligations 


’  For  a  more  detailed  description  of  cross-netting, 
refer  to  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  24781 
(August  6.  1987),  53  FR  30268  (File  No.  SR-OCC- 
86-14). 


without  the  consent  of  the  other.  The 
Cross-Netting  Agreement  also  sets  forth 
settlement,  default,  indemnity,  and 
termination  procedures.  Those 
procedures  are  basically  unchanged 
from  the  Mutual  Agency  Agreement 
except  for  modifications  made  to  reflect 
that  only  OCC  can  effect  cross-netted 
settlement. 

II.  Discussion 

The  Commission  believes  that  the 
proposal  is  consistent  with  the  Act  and 
particularly  with  Section  17A  of  the 
Act.'*  Section  17A(b)(3)(F)  of  the  Act* 
requires  that  the  rules  of  a  clearing 
agency  be  designed  to  assure  the 
safeguarding  of  funds  in  the  custody  or 
control  of  the  clearing  agency  or  for 
which  it  is  responsible.  The  proposed 
modifications  to  the  OCC  and  ICC  rules, 
in  essence,  eliminate  a  cross-netting 
option  that  has  never  been  used. 
Accordingly,  the  rule  changes  should 
have  no  significant  effect  on  either 
OCC’s  or  ICC’s  ability  to  safeguard 
securities  or  funds. 

III.  Conclusion 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  the 
Commission  believes  that  the  proposal 
is  consistent  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Act,  particularly  those  of  section 
1 7 A  of  the  Act,  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  thereunder. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  Pursuant  to 
section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  ®  that  the 
above-mentioned  proposed  mle  changes 
(File  Nos.  SR— OCC— 94— 01  and  SR— ICC— 
94-01)  be,  and  hereby  are,  approved. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority.^ 

Johnathan  G.  Katz, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12891  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  8010-01-M 


Issuer  Delisting;  Applications  to 
Withdraw  From  Listing  and 
Registration;  (Winstar 
Communications,  Inc.,  Common  Stock, 
$.01  Par  Value;  Series  A  Redeemable 
Common  Stock  Purchase  Warrants; 
Series  B  Redeemable  Common  Stock 
Purchase  Warrants)  File  No.  1-10726 

May  20. 1994. 

Winstar  Communications,  Inc. 
(“Company”)  has  filed  an  application 
with  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  (“Commission”),  pursuant 
to  section  12(d)  of  the  Securities 


M5  U.S.C.  7eq-l  (1988). 

5  15  U.S.C.  78q-l{b)(3)(F)  (1988). 

"15  U.S.C.  78s(b)(2)  (1988). 

^  17  CFR  200.30-3(a)(12)  (1993). 


Exchange  Act  of  1934  (“Act”)  and  Rule 
12d2-2(d)  promulgated  thereunder,  to 
withdraw  the  above  specified  securities 
from  listing  and  registration  on  the 
Boston  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  (“BSE”). 

The  reasons  alleged  in  the  application 
for  withdrawing  these  securities  from 
listing  and  registration  include  the 
following: 

According  to  the  Company,  its 
Common  Stock,  Series  A  &  B 
Redeemable  Common  Stock  Purchase 
Warrants  are  listed  on  the  BSE  and 
quoted  in  the  NASDAQ  SmallCap 
Market  under  the  symbols  “WCII,” 
“WCIIW”  and  “WCIIZ,”  respectively 
The  Company  now  seeks  to  withdraw 
the  securities  from  listing  on  the  BSE. 

According  to  the  Company,  the 
decision  to  withdraw  the  securities  is 
based  on  the  limited  and  sporadic 
trading  activity  of  the  securities  on  the 
BSE  since  the  date  of  listing.  The 
Company’s  primary  trading  market  has 
been  and  continues  to  be  the  NASDAQ 
SmallCap  Market.  The  Company 
believes  that  the  benefits  of  remaining 
listed  on  the  BSE  do  not  outweigh  the 
costs  involved  in  maintaining  such 
listing,  since  the  NASDAQ  SmallCap 
Market  represents  the  primary  trading 
market  for  the  securities. 

Any  interested  person  may,  on  or 
before  June  13, 1994  submit  by  letter  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  450  Fifth  Street. 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20549,  facts 
bearing  upon  whether  the  application 
has  been  made  in  accordance  with  the 
rules  of  the  exchanges  and  what  terms, 
if  any,  should  be  imposed  by  the 
Commission  for  the  protection  of 
investors.  The  Commission,  based  on 
the  information  submitted  to  it.  will 
issue  an  order  granting  the  application 
after  the  date  mentioned  above,  unless 
the  Commission  determines  to  order  a 
hearing  on  the  matter. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Jonathan  G.  Katz, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12893  Filed  5-2.5-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  8010-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

New  Route  Opportunities  [New  York- 
Turin,  Italy] 

The  U.S.  Government  has  been 
informed  through  diplomatic  channels 
that  the  Government  of  Italy  is  willing 
to  permit  one  U.S.  air  carrier  to  provide 
scheduled  combination  service  between 
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New  York  and  Turin,  Italy ‘on  an  extra- 
bilateral  basis.  Since  only  one  carrier 
may  be  authorized  for  this  service,  we 
are  requesting  applications  from  all  U.S. 
certificated  carriers  that  are  interested  in 
performing  services  between  New  York 
and  Turin. ^ 

We  request  that  exemption 
applications  to  provide  this  service  be 
filed  no  later  than  May  31,  1994;  that 
answers  be  filed  no  later  than  June  7, 
1994;  and  that  replies  be  filed  no  later 
than  June  13, 1994. 

Except  for  the  filing  dates,  exemption 
applications  should  conform  to  subpart 
D  of  part  302  of  the  Department’s 
regulations.  Applications  should  bo 
filed  with  the  Department’s  Docket 
section,  room  4107,  400  Seventh  Street 
SW.,  Washington  DC  20590  Further 
procedures  for  acting  on  the 
applications  filed,  if  necessary  will  be 
established  in  a  future  Department 
order. 

We  will  serve  a  copy  of  this  notice  on 
all  U.S.  certificated  carriers  licensed  to 
conduct  airline  services  with  large  ie' 
aircraft. 

Dated;  May  19.  1994 
Paul  L.  Crelch, 

Director,  Office  of  International  Aviation 
|FR  Doc.  94-12B67  Filed  .5-25-94.  8  45  ami 
BILLING  CODE  4910-62-P 


Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Proposed  Advisory  Circular  21- 
ACSEP,  Aircraft  Certification  Systems 
Evaluation  Program 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces  the 
availability  of  proposed  Advisory 
Circular  (AC)  21-ACSEP,  Aircraft 
Certification  Systems  Evaluation 
Program,  for  review  and  comments.  The 
proposed  AC  21-ACSEP  provides 
information  and  guidance  concerning  a 
comprehensive  evaluation  program 
employed  by  the  FAA  in  its  overall 
certificate  management  and  continued 
airworthiness  regulatory  program. 

DATES:  Comments  submitted  must 
identify  the  proposed  AC  21-ACSEP  file 
number  PO-220-0163,  and  be  received 
by  July  11, 1994. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  proposed  AC 
21-ACSEP  can  be  obtained  from  and 


'  Tran.s  World  Airlines  has  a  pending  exemption 
application  in  Docket  49535  for  authority  to 
conduct  scheduled  combination  service  between 
New  York  and  Turin.  TWA  may  amend  or 
supplement  its  application  under  the  procedural 
timeframes  established  in  this  notice. 


comments  may  be  returned  to  the 
following:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Production 
Certification  Branch,  AIR-220,  Aircraft 
Manufacturing  Division,  Aircraft 
Certification  Service,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20591. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  Tessier,  Production  Certification 
Branch,  AIR-220,  Aircraft 
Manufacturing  Division,  room  815, 
Aircraft  Certification  Service,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20591,  (202)  267-8361. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

The  proposed  AC  21-ACSEP  [trovides 
information  and  guidance  to  FAA 
production  approval  applicants  or 
holders,  and  *heir  suppliers,  concerning 
a  compreiiciisu'e  evaluation  program 
employed  by  the  FAA  in  Us  overall 
certificate  management  and  continued 
airworthiness  regulatory  program 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
comment  on  the  proposed  AC  21- 
ACSEP  listed  in  this  notice  by 
submitting  such  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  as  they  desire  to  the 
aforementioned  specified  address.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
the  closing  date  for  comments  specified 
above,  will  be  considered  by  the 
Director,  Aircraft  Certification  Service, 
before  issuing  the  final  AC. 

Comments  received  on  the  proposed 
AC  21-ACSEP  may  be  examined  before 
and  after  the  comment  closing  date  in 
room  815,  FAA  headquarters  building 
(FOB-lOA),  800  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20591,  between 
8:30  a.m  and  4:30  p.m. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC.  on  May  13. 
1994. 

Michael  Fradette, 

Acting  Manager,  Aircraft  Manufacturing 
Division. 

IFR  Doc.  94-12869  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  ,'im| 
BILLING  CODE  491&-13-M 


Intent  To  Rule  on  Application  To 
impose  and  Use  the  Revenue  From  a 
Passenger  Facility  Charge  (PFC)  at 
Victoria  Regional  Airport,  Victoria,  TX 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  rule  on 
application. 

SUMMARY:  The  FAA  proposes  to  rule  and 
invites  public  comment  on  the 
application  to  impose  and  use  the 


revenue  from  a  PFC  at  Victoria  Regional 
Airport  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Aviation  Safety  and  Capacity  Expansion 
Act  of  1990  (title  IX  of  the  Omnibus 
Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of  1990) 

(Pub.  L.  101-508)  and  part  158  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
part  158). 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  June  27, 1994. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  this 
application  may  be  mailed  or  delivered 
in  triplicate  copies  of  the  FAA  at  the 
following  address:  Mr.  Ben  Guttery, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Southwest  Region,  Airports  Division, 
Planning  and  Programming  Staff,  ASW- 
610D,  Fort  Worth.  Texas  76193-0610. 

In  addition,  one  copy  of  any 
comments  submitted  to  the  FAA  must 
be  mailed  or  delivered  to  Mr.  David 
Roush.  Manager  of  Victoria  Regional 
Airport  at  the  following  addre.ss  Mr. 
David  M.  Roush,  Airport  Manager, 
Victoria  Regional  Airport,  Route  6. 
Building  530,  Victoria.  Texas  77904. 

Air  carriers  and  foreign  air  carriers 
may  submit  copies  of  the  written 
comments  previously  provided  to  the 
Airport  under  §  158.23  of  part  158. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Mr. 
Ben  Cutlery,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Southwest  Region. 
Airports  Division,  Planning  and 
Programming  Staff,  ASW-610D,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas  76193-0610,  (817)  222- 
5614. 

The  application  may  be  reviewed  in 
person  at  this  same  location. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  FAA 
proposes  to  rule  and  invites  public 
comment  on  the  application  to  impose 
and  use  the  revenue  from  a  PFC  at 
Victoria  Regional  Airport  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Aviation  Safety  and 
Capacity  Expansion  Act  of  1990  (title  IX 
of  the  Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation 
Act  of  1990)  (Pub.  L.  101-508)  and  part 
158  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  part  158). 

On  May  12.  1994,  the  FAA 
determined  that  the  application  to 
impose  and  use  the  revenue  from  a  PFC 
submitted  by  Victoria  Regional  Airport 
was  substantially  complete  within  the 
requirements  of  §  158.25  of  part  158. 

The  F’AA  will  approve  or  disapprove  the 
application,  in  whole  or  in  part,  no  later 
than  September  6, 1994. 

The  following  is  a  brief  overview  of 
the  application: 

Level  of  the  proposed  PFC:  $3.00 
Proposed  charge  effective  date: 

November  15, 1994 
Proposed  charge  expiration  date: 

October  31, 1997 
Total  estimated  PFC  revenue: 

$195,960.00 
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Brief  description  of  proposed 
project(s): 

Projects  To  Impose  and  Use  PFC’s 

Construct  new  passenger  terminal 
Proposed  class  or  classes  of  air 
carriers  to  be  exempted  from  collecting 
PFC’s;  None. 

Any  person  may  inspect  the 
application  in  person  at  the  FAA  office 
listed  above  under  FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACT  and  at  the  FAA 
Regional  Airports  office  located  at: 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Southwest  Region,  Airports  Division, 
Planning  and  Programming  Staff,  ASW- 
610D,  2601  Meacham  Blvd.,  Fort  Worth, 
Texas  76137-4298.  . 

In  addition,  any  person  may,  upon 
request,  inspect  the  application,  notice 
and  other  documents  germane  to  the 
application  in  person  at  Victoria 
Regional  Airport. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas  on  May  12, 
1994. 

John  M.  Dempsey, 

Manager,  Airports  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12870  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  ami 
BILUNQ  cooe  4»10-1S-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 

Public  Meetings  on  Customs  "MOD 
Act” 

agency:  Customs  Service,  Treasury. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  meetings. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces  the 
scheduling  of  four  public  meetings  on 
the  Customs  "Mod  Act”  and  informs  the 
public  of  the  agency’s  intention  to  hold 
a  final  public  meeting  in  Washington, 
D.C.  sometime  in  August  (date  to  be 
announced  later).  The  pubhc  meetings 
presently  scheduled  will  be  held  in  (1) 
Buffalo,  New  York,  (2)  Chicago,  Illinois, 
(3)  El  Paso,  Texas,  and  (4)  Miami, 
Florida.  The  purpose  of  these  meetings 
is  to  (1)  give  Customs  managers  an 
opportunity  to  share  "straw  man” 
implementation  proposals  relating  to 
carrier  manifest  requirements  and  entry 
and  clearance  procedures,  and  (2)  give 
participants  an  opportunity  to  ask 
questions,  make  suggestions,  and 
provide  the  Customs  Service  with 
informal  input  relative  to  implementing 
the  Customs  Modernization  provisions 
of  the  North  American  Free  Trade 
Agreement  Implementation  Act.  To 
control  attendance,  those  planning  to 
attend  are  requested  to  notify  Customs 
in  advance  through  the  designated  local 
contact  person  specified. 


DATES:  In  Buffalo,  New  York,  June  21, 
1994;  in  Chicago,  Illinois,  June  24, 1994; 
in  El  Paso,  Texas,  June  30, 1994,  and;  in 
Miami,  Florida,  July  13, 1994.  The 
meetings  at  locations  o^er  than  El  Paso 
are  scheduled  finm  8:30  a.m.  to  2:30 
p.m.  The  El  Paso  meeting  will  begin  at 
8:00  a.m. 

ADDRESSES:  In  Buffalo,  New  York,  at  the 
Radisson  Hotel  and  Suites  Buffalo,  4243 
Genesee  Street,  Buffalo,  New  York;  in 
Chicago,  Illinois,  at  the  Northbrook 
Hilton,  2855  North  Milwaukee  Avenue, 
Northbrook,  Illinois;  in  El  Paso,  Texas, 
at  the  El  Paso  Airport  Hilton,  2027 
Airway  Blvd.,  El  Paso,  Texas,  and;  in 
Miami,  Florida,  at  the  Hyatt  Regency 
Micuni,  400  S.E.  Second  Avenue,  Miami, 
Florida. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Debra  Rutter,  Office  of  Inspection  and 
Control,  U.S.  Customs  Service,  1301 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 

Washington,  D.C.  20229.  Phone:  (202) 
927-0510;  FAX:  (202)  927-1356. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

On  December  8, 1993,  the  President 
signed  the  North  American  Free  Trade 
Agreement  Implementation  Act.  The 
Customs  modernization  portion  of  this 
Act  (Title  VI  of  Public  Law  103-182, 

107  Stat.  2057,  codified  at  19  U.S.C. 

3301  note),  popularly  known  as  the 
Customs  Modernization  Act  or  "Mod 
Act,”  became  effective  when  it  was 
signed.  In  order  to  share  "straw  man” 
implementation  proposals  specific  to 
carrier  manifest  requirements  and  entry 
and  clearance  proc^ures,  remote  filing, 
and  general  order  procedures,  and  to 
invite  informal  di^ogue  relative  to 
implementation  plans  and  issues. 
Customs  will  hold  open  meetings  in  (1) 
Buffalo,  New  York,  on  June  21, 1994,  at 
the  Radisson  Hotel  and  Suites  Buffalo, 
4243  Genesee  Street,  Buffalo,  New  York; 
(2)  Chicago,  Ilhnois,  on  June  24, 1994, 
at  the  Northbrook  Hilton,  2855  North 
Milwaukee  Avenue,  Northbrook, 

Illinois;  (3)  El  Paso,  Texas,  on  Jime  30, 
1994,  at  the  El  Paso  Airport  Hilton,  2027 
Airway  Blvd.,  El  Paso,  'Texas,  and;  (4) 
Miami,  Florida,  on  July  13, 1994,  at  the 
Hyatt  Regency  Miami,  400  S.E.  Second 
Avenue,  Miami,  Florida.  The  meetings 
at  locations  other  than  El  Paso  are 
scheduled  finm  8:30  a.m.  to  2:30  p.m. 
The  El  Paso  meeting  will  begin  at  8:00 
a.m. 

Meetings  will  begin  with  a  general 
briefing  covering  the  Office  of 
Inspection  and  ^ntrol’s  operational, 
automation  and  enforcement  issues. 
Following  the  general  briefing,  staff 
members  fi'om  the  Office  of  Inspection 
and  Control  will  conduct  a  series  of 


presentations  concentrating  on  vessel, 
air,  truck  and  rail  transportation  "straw 
man”  proposals  for  implementing 
specific  Mod  Act  provisions  and 
propjosals  on  general  order  procedures 
and  remote  entry  filing  (for  release 
purposes).  In  addition,  a  briefing  will  be 
provided  by  members  of  the  In-bond 
Task  Force  and  the  Automated  Export 
System  Development  Team.  Among  the 
topics  to  be  discussed  at  these  sessions 
will  be:  carrier  manifest  requirements, 
electronic  transmission  of  data,  carrier 
entry  and  clearance  procedures,  and 
carrier  fiability  issues.  Participants  will 
be  given  ample  opportunity  to  ask 
questions  and  provide  suggestions 
during  these  sessions.  Please  note  that 
while  the  Buffalo,  New  York,  and  El 
Paso,  Texas,  meetings  will  not  include 
presentations  on  the  vessel  and  air 
proposals,  and  that  the  Miami,  Florida, 
meeting  will  not  include  the 
presentation  on  the  motor  carrier  and 
rail  prop>osals,  the  written  proposals  on 
these  subjects  will  be  made  aveulable  to 
participants  at  the  these  meetings. 

Persons  planning  to  attend  are 
requested  to  pre-register  by  FAX  with 
the  local  contact  listed  below. 
Individuals  not  having  access  to 
facsimile  equipment  may  pre-register  by 
calling  the  following  local  contacts: 

For  the  Buffalo  Meeting: 

Mr.  John  Stefko,  Telephone:  (716) 
846-3807,  or  the  Buffalo  District 
Sup)ervi8or,  Telephone:  (716)  846- 
4368,  Fax;  (716)  846-5011. 

For  the  Chicago  Meeting: 

Mr.  Jerome  Gothelf,  Telephone:  (312) 
353—4729,  Extension  265,  Fax;  (312) 
886-8118. 

For  the  El  Paso  Meeting; 

Ms.  Terry  Romo,  Telephone:  (915) 
540-5800,  Fax:  (915)  540-5792. 

For  the  Miami  meeting: 

Ms.  Ruby  Hogan,  Telephone:  (305) 
536-5263,  Fax:  (305)  536-4734. 
Attendees  are  encouraged  to  arrive 
approximately  15  minutes  in  advance  of 
the  meeting. 

Customs  intends  to  hold  one  final 
meeting  in  Washington,  D.C. 
Information  regarding  that  meeting  will 
be  announced  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  at  a  later  date. 

Dated;  May  20, 1994. 

Stuart  P.  Seidel, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Regulations  and 
Ruling. 

(FR  Doc  94-12900  Filed  5-25-94:  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  COO£  4820-02-P 
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[T.D.  94-48] 

Extension  of  Caesar  J.  Thibodeaux, 
Inc.'s  Customs  Gauger  Approval  to  the 
Site  Located  In  Harvey,  LA 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Customs  Service. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  the  extension  of 
Caesar  J.  Thibodeaux,  Inc.’s  Customs 
gauger  approval  to  include  their  Harvey, 
Louisiana  gauging  facility. 

SUMMARY:  Caesar  J.  Thibodeaux,  Inc.,  of 
Pasadena,  Texas,  a  Customs  approved 
gauger  under  §  151.13  of  the  Customs 
Regulations  (19  CFR  151.13),  has  been 
given  an  extension  of  its  Customs  gauger 
approval  to  include  the  Harvey, 
Louisiana  site.  Specifically,  the 
extension  given  to  the  Harvey  site  will 
include  the  approval  to  gauge  petroleiun 
and  petroleum  products,  organic 
compounds  in  bulk  and  liquid  form  and 
animal  and  vegetable  oils. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Part  151  of  the  Customs  Regulations 
provides  for  the  acceptance  at  Customs 
Districts  of  laboratory  analyses  and 
gauging  reports  for  certain  products 
from  Customs  accredited  commercial 
laboratories  and  approved  gaugers. 
Caesar  J.  Thibodeaux,  Inc.,  a  Customs 
commercial  approved  gauger,  has 
applied  to  Customs  to  extend  its 
Customs  gauger  approval  to  its  Harvey, 
Louisiana  facility.  Review  of  the 
qualifications  of  the  Harvey  site  shows 
that  the  extension  is  warranted  and, 
accordingly,  has  been  granted. 

Location 

Caesar  J.  Thibodeaux,  Inc.’s  new  site 
is  located  at  1448  MacArthur  Avenue, 
Harv’ey,  Louisiana  70058. 

Approved- Accredited  Sites 

Caesar  J.  Thibodeaux,  Inc.,  has  been 
approved  by  the  U.S.  Customs  Service  at 
the  following  locations:  Pasadena, 

Texas;  Groves,  Texas;  Sulphur, 
Louisiana;  Gonzales,  Louisiana;  Corpus 
Christi,  Texas;  and  Harvey,  Louisiana. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  16,  1994. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Ira 
S.  Reese,  Chief,  Technical  Branch, 

Office  of  Laboratories  and  Scientific 
Services,  U.S.  Customs  Service,  1301 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington. 
DC  20229  at  (202)  927-1060. 

Dated:  May  19, 1994. 

George  D.  Heavey, 

Director,  Office  of  Laboratories  and  Scientific 
Sen'ices. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12866  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  4a20-02-P 


DEPARTMENT  OF  VETERANS 
AFFAIRS 

Summary  of  Precedent  Opinions  of  the 
General  Counsel 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs. 
ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs  (VA)  is  publishing  a  summary  of 
legal  interpretations  issued  by  the 
Department’s  General  Counsel  involving 
veterans’  benefits  under  laws 
administered  by  VA.  These 
interpretations  are  considered 
prec^ential  by  VA  and  will  be  followed 
by  VA  officials  and  employees  in  future 
claims  matters.  It  is  being  published  to 
provide  the  public,  and,  in  particular, 
veterans’  benefit  claimants  and  their 
representatives,  with  notice  of  VA’s 
interpretation  regarding  the  legal  matter 
at  issue. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jane  L.  Lehman,  Chief,  Law  Library, 
Department  of  Veterans  Affairs,  810 
Vermont  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington.  DC 
20420,  (202)  273-6558. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  VA 
regulations  at  38  CFR  2.6(e)(9)  and 
14.507  authorize  the  Department’s 
General  Counsel  to  issue  written  legal 
opinions  having  precedential  effect  in 
adjudications  and  appeals  involving 
veterans’  benefits  under  laws 
administered  by  VA.  The  General 
Counsel’s  interpretations  on  legal 
matters,  contained  in  such  opinions,  are 
conclusive  as  to  all  VA  officials  and 
employees  not  only  in  the  matter  at 
issue  but  also  in  future  adjudications 
and  appeals,  in  the  absence  of  a  change 
in  controlling  statute  or  regulation  or  a 
superseding  written  legal  opinion  of  the 
General  Counsel. 

VA  publishes  summaries  of  such 
opinions  in  order  to  provide  the  public 
with  notice  of  those  interpretations  of 
the  General  Counsel  which  must  be 
followed  in  future  benefit  matters  and  to 
assist  veterans’  benefit  claimants  and 
their  representatives  in  the  prosecution 
of  benefit  claims.  The  full  text  of  such 
opinions,  with  personal  identifiers 
deleted,  may  be  obtained  by  contacting 
the  VA  official  named  above. 

O.G.C.  Precedent  1-94 
Question  Presented 

Whether,  in  computing  annual 
income  for  improved  pension  purposes, 
the  $2,000  exclusion  provided  by  25 
U.S.C.  1407  for  certain  Native  American 
tribal  per-capita  payments  applies  to  tlie 
sum  of  all  payments  received  during  an 
annual  reporting  period  or  applies  to 
each  individual  payment  received 
during  the  reporting  period. 


Held 

For  purposes  of  computing  annual 
income  under  the  improved-pension 
statutes,  25  U.S.C.  1407  authorizes  the 
exclusion  from  a  claimant’s  income  of 
no  more  than  $2,000  of  the  aggregate 
amount  received  during  the  relevant 
twelve-month  period  as  per  capita 
distributions  from  a  Native-American 
tribal  trust  fund. 

Effective  date:  January  19, 1994 

O.G.C.  Precedent  2-94 
Question  Presented 

Does  a  temporary  total  relating  based 
on  convalescence,  under  38  CFR  4.30 
satisfy  the  requirement  in  38  U  S.C. 
1114(s)  of  a  disability  rated  as  total  for 
entitlement  to  special  monthly 
compensation? 

Held 

The  plain  and  unambiguous  language 
of  38  U.S.C.  1114(s)  does  not  restrict  the 
nature  of  total  ratings  that  may  serve  as 
a  basil  of  entitlement  to  the  special  rale 
of  disability  compensation  which 
section  1114(s)  authorizes.  A  temporary 
total  rating  based  on  convalescence, 
under  38  CFR  4.30,  satisfies  the 
requirement  in  section  1114(s)  of  a 
disability  rated  as  total. 

Effeefive  date:  February  2. 1994 

O.G.C.  Precedent  3-94 

Question  Presented 

May  the  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs  (VA)  consolidate  monthly 
benefits  o^National  Service  Life 
Insurance  (NSLI)  beneficiaries  into  one 
annual  payment  in  order  to  protect 
against  misuse  of  benefit  checks? 

Held 

No  statutory  authority  exists  which 
would  allow  VA  to  accumulate  monthly 
NSLI  benefits,  other  than  monthly 
payments  of  less  than  $5  on  policies 
which  matured  prior  to  August  1, 1946, 
into  a  single  annual  payment. 

Effective  date:  February  8, 1994. 

O.G.C.  Precedent  4-94 

Question  Presented 

Under  what  circumstances  may 
withheld  pension  benefits  be  paid  to  the 
children  of  a  veteran’s  surviving  spouse 
(now  deceased)  where  the  surviving 
spouse’s  benefits  were  withheld  due  to 
the  surviving  spouse’s  residence  in  the 
People’s  Republic  of  China? 

Held 

a.  Following  the  death  of  a  veteran’s 
surviving  spouse,  payment  of  pension 
benefits  withheld  from  the  surviving 
spouse  under  31  U.S.C.  3329  (which 
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bars  sending  Government 'checks  to 
certain  foreign  countries)  and  deposited 
in  the  special  deposit  account  in  the 
Department  of  the  Treasury  is  governed 
by  the  provisions  of  31  U.S.C.  3330  (c) 
and  (d).  Under  section  3330(d)(1)(A), 
payment  of  such  benefits  is  precluded 
where  a  claim  is  not  filed  within  one 
year  following  the  surviving  spouse’s 
death.  Further,  under  31  U.S.C. 
3330(d)(2),  payment  may  only  be  made 
on  the  basis  of  a  rating  or  decision 
existing  at  the  time  of  the  surviving 
spouse’s  death. 

b.  After  the  death  of  the  surviving 
spouse,  amounts  withheld  due  to  the 
surviving  spouse’s  foreign  residence  and 
deposited  in  the  Treasury  as 
miscellaneous  receipts  pursuant  to  31 
U.S.C.  3330(b),  and  amounts  not  paid  as 
a  result  of  38  U.S.C.  5308  (which  bars 
payment  of  non-contractual  veterans’ 
benefits  to  aliens  located  in  the  territory 
of  an  enemy  of  the  United  States),  may 
only  be  paid  in  accordance  with  the 
accrued-benefit  provisions  of  38  U.S.C. 
5121.  Those  provisions  require  that  an 
application  have  been  filed  within  one 
year  of  the  surviving  spouse’s  death. 
They  also  limit  benefits  to  those  to 
which  the  surviving  spouse  was  entitled 
at  death  based  on  existing  ratings  or 
decisions  or  on  evidence  in  the  file  on 
the  date  of  death  and  only  authorize 
payment  of  benefits  due  and  impaid  for 
a  period  not  to  exceed  one  year. 

Effective  date:  February  8, 1994. 

O.G.C.  Precedent  5-94 

Questions  Presented 

How,  if  at  all,  are  the  provisions  of  38 
U.S.C.  5101(a),  5110(a),  and  5110(g)  and 
38  CFR  3.114(a)  to  be  applied  in 
establishing  an  effective  date  for  service 
connection  of  non-Hodgkin’s  lymphoma 
(NHL)  based  on  an  original  claim  made 
pursuant  to  38  CFR  3.313? 

Held 

An  effective  date  for  service 
connection  of  non-Hodgkin’s  lymphoma 
imder  38  CFR  3.313  may  generally  be 
based  on  the  date  of  receipt  by  the 
Department  of  Veterans  Affairs  of  an 
original  claim  for  that  benefit  filed  on  or 
after  August  5, 1964,  regardless  of 
whether  the  claim  had  previously  been 
denied,  if  the  claimant  was  otheiwise 
eligible  on  the  date  of  claim.  As  a 
practical  matter,  the  provisions  of  38 
U.S.C.  5110(g)  and  38  CFR  3.114(a) 
permitting  payment  of  retroactive 
benefits  for  periods  prior  to  the  date  of 
receipt  of  a  claim  under  certain 
circumstances  could  not  be  applicable 
in  determining  the  effective  date  of  an 
award  of  service  connection  under 
§  3.313  because  no  one  could  have  met 


all  eligibility  requirements  for  benefits 
under  §  3.313  on  its  effective  date  of 
August  5, 1964. 

Effective  date:  February  18, 1994. 
O.G.C.  Precedent  6-94 
Questions  Presented 

a.  Prior  to  March  10, 1976,  did 
Diagnostic  Code  5296  contain  a  system 
for  rating  skull  loss  under  which  single 
skull  holes  were  rated  exclusively  by 
comparison  to  coin  size  and  multiple 
skull  holes  were  rated  exclusively  based 
on  reference  to  a  specified  area  in 
square  inches? 

b.  If  so,  what  was  the  rationale  for 
such  a  system  and  was  it  legally 
supportable? 

Held 

a.  Former  Diagnostic  Code  5296,  as  in 
effect  prior  to  March  10, 1976, 
established  a  bifurcated  system  of 
assigning  disability  ratings  for  partial 
skull  loss,  under  which  ratings  could  be 
assigned  either  on  the  basis  of  the 
aggregate  of  two  or  more  areas  of  skull 
loss  or  on  the  size  of  a  single  area  of 
skull  loss.  Prior  to  the  1976  revision, 
this  diagnostic  code  provided  for 
assignment  of  a  50-percent  rating  where: 
(1)  There  were  two  or  more  areas  of 
skull  loss  whose  aggregate  area 
exceeded  2  square  inches,  or  (2)  there 
was  a  single  area  of  skull  loss  which 
was  greater  in  size  than  a  50-cent  piece. 
Similarly,  the  prior  provisions  of  the 
diagnostic  code  provided  a  30-percent 
rating  where:  (1)  There  were  two  or 
more  areas  of  skull  loss  whose  aggregate 
area  exceeded  1  square  inch,  or  (2)  there 
was  a  single  area  of  skull  loss  which 
was  greater  in  size  than  a  25-cent  piece. 

b.  The  establishment  of  such  rating 
criteria  necessarily  implies  a  finding 
that  a  single  area  of  skull  loss  greater 
than  a  specified  size  was  considered  to 
represent  a  greater  impairment  of 
earning  capacity  than  two  or  more 
smaller  areas  having  a  greater  aggregate 
area.  We  caimot  conclude  that 
establishment  of  such  criteria  was 
outside  the  scope  of  the  Administrator 
of  Veterans’  Affairs’  discretion  under 
statutory  provisions  authorizing 
establishment  of  a  rating  schedule. 

Effective  date:  February  24, 1994. 
O.G.C.  Precedent  7-94 
Question  Presented 

Does  the  amount  of  a  Federal  Tort 
Claims  Act  settlement  to  be  set  off 
against  benefits  payable  under  38  U.S.C. 
1151  include  the  amount  of  attorney 
fees  paid  out  of  the  settlement  proceeds? 


Held 

When  an  individual  is  awarded  a 
judgment  or  enters  into  a  compromise 
on  a  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act  claim 
subject  to  38  U.S.C.  1151,  that 
individual’s  future  veterans’  disability 
compensation  benefits  based  on  the 
same  disability  must  be  offset  by  the 
entire  amoimt  of  the  judgment  or 
settlement  proceeds,  including  the 
amount  of  any  attorney  fees  paid  out  of 
such  proceeds. 

Effective  date:  March  1, 1994. 

O.G.C.  Precedent  8-94 
Questions  Presented 

a.  If  no  claim  has  been  filed  under  the 
Vocational  Rehabilitation  program 
authorized  by  chapter  31,  title  38, 

United  States  Code,  does  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Service,  Veterans 
Benefits  Administration  (VBA)  have 
statutory  authority  to  evaluate  a  veteran 
for  purposes  of  determining  the 
individual’s  eligibility  for  compensation 
benefits  under  chapter  11,  title  38, 
United  States  Code? 

b.  If  such  statutory  authority  exists,  is 
an  implementing  regulation  also 
required  pursuant  to  section  501(a)(3), 
title  38,  United  States  Code? 

c.  If  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Service 
within  VBA  does  not  have  statutory 
authority  to  provide  a  rehabilitation 
assessment  for  purposes  of  the  VA 
compensation  benefits  program,  is  there 
statutory  and  regulatory  authority  for 
requesting  an  equivalent  VA 
examination  (e.g.,  a  fee-basis 
consultation  by  a  psychologist  who 
specializes  in  vocational  assessments)? 

Held 

a.  Vocational  Rehabilitation 
evaluations  conducted  under  authority 
of  chapter  31,  title  38,  United  States 
Code,  may  be  provided  only  to  eligible 
persons  applying  for  benefits  under  that 
chapter  and  only  for  the  specific 
purposes  of  that  chapter. 

b.  The  Secretary  has  authority  under 
section  501(a)(3),  title  38,  United  States 
Code,  to  conduct  a  “vocational 
rehabilitation  assessment’’  for  purposes 
of  determining  the  existence  of  facts  to 
support  an  lU  rating.  Further,  38  U.S.C. 
512  authorizes  the  Secretary  to  delegate 
to  any  VA  component  the  responsibility 
for  making  such  assessments. 

c.  Under  38  U.S.C  513,  the  Secretary 
theoretically  may,  subject  to 
procurement  rules,  contract  with  third 
parties  for  such  assessments  if  he  deems 
them  to  be  necessary  for  proper 
administration  of  the  compensation 
benefits  program.  However,  as  noted  in 
the  (Office  of  General  Coimsel 
unpublished  decision,  dated  July  25, 
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1988),  the  Congress  has  previoins^ 
considered  and  failed  to  enact 
legislation  mandating  use  of  such 
assessments.  Therefore^  Congress  may 
perceive  that  administrative 
implementation  of  such  a  requirement 
by  the  Secretary  is  an  attempt  to 
circumvent  the  legislative  will  of 
Congress  by  providing  for  a  procedure 
which  the  latter,  to  date,,  has  rejected. 

d.  If  the  Secretary  elects  to  exercise  all 
or  any  of  the  statutory  authority  cited  in 
paragraphs  or  (c)  of  this  holding,  the 
Secretary  must,  as  a  prerequisite, 
promulgate  appropriate  implementing 
regulations  consistent  therewith  and 
with  the  dictates  of  dtie  process.  In 
particular,  substantive  regulations  first 
would  have  to  be  promulgated^  detailing 
the  scope,  purp>ose,  criteria  for,  and 
potential  legaf  effect  of  such 
assessments  and  should  include  a 
delegation  of  the  task  of  administering 
the  requirement  to  a  particular  agency 
activity. 

a  As  to  the  ease  which  precipwtaled 
this  inquiry,  we  believe  that  the 
assessment  agreed  to  by  the  patties  and 
incorporated  in  the  COVA  remand  may 
be  conducted  on  an  ad^  hoe  basis  by  any 
agency  activity  competent  to  do  so  as 
informally  designated  by  the  Secrelaiy; 
Absent  such  a  consensual  arrangement, 
however,  and  without  ap>prop«ate 
'  regulatory  authority,  impKwing  that 
assessment  on  a  case-by^-case'  basis 
would  violate  due  process  and  woukl  be 
ukra  vires.  Moreover,  absent  a  pollicy 
determination  on  the  use  of  an 
emjrfoyability  assessment  in  deciding  lU 
claims,  and  absent  appropriate 
regulations,  administrative  procedures,, 
ai^  delegation  of  authority 
implementing  such  a  policy,  we  would 
recommend  against  inviting  or 
encouraging  even  consensual  use  of  the 
assessment  on  an  ad  hoc  basis  in  future 
cases.  Among  other  legal  concerns,  such 
action  could  provoke  claims  of  unequal 
treatment  under  the  law. 

Effective  date*  March  2.'S,  t994. 


O.G.C  Precedent  9-94 

Question  Presented 

Do  decisions  of  the  U.S.  Court  of 
Veterans  Appeals  (CVA  or  court), 
invalidating  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs  (VA)  regulations  or  statutory 
interpretations  have  retroactive  effect? 

Held 

Decisions  of  the  CVA  invalklafing  VA 
regulations  or  statutory  Lnt^retations 
do  not  have  retroactive  effect  in  relation 
to  prior  "final”  adjudications  of  claims, 
but  should  be  given  retroactive  effect  as 
they  relate  to;  claims  still  open;  on:  direct 
review. 

Effective  date;  March  25, 1994. 

By  Direction  of  the  Secretary. 

Mary  Lou  Keener, 

General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.  94-12808  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  amt 
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Veterans  Health  Acim(nlstration> 

Advisory  Committee  for  Cooperative 
Studies,  Health  Services,  and 
Rehabilitation  Research  and 
Development  Subcommittee  on 
Scientific  Review  and  Evaluation  for 
Health  Services  Research  and 
Development  Service;  Meeting 

The  Department  of  Veteran  Affairs, 
Veterans  Health  Administration,  ^ves 
notice  under  Public  Law  92-465,  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Advisory  Committee  for 
Cooperative  Studies,  Health  Service, 
and  Rehabilitation'  Research  and 
Development  Subcommittee  on 
Scientific  Review  and  Evaluation  6}r 
Health  Services  Research  and 
Development  will  be  held  at  The  Best 
Western  Boston,  Iim  at  Children's,  942 
Longwood  Avenue,  Boston, 
Massachusetts,  June  1  through  June  3, 
1994.  The  session  on  June  1, 1994,  is 
scheduled'  to  begin  at  12  p.m.  and  en<f 
at  5  p.m.  The  sessions  scheduled  for 
June  2  and  3  are  scheduled  to  begin  at 
8  a.m.  and  end!  at  5  p.m.  The  purpose 
of  the  meeting  is  to  review  research  and 


devriopment  applications  concerned 
with  the  measurement  and  evaluation  of 
health  care  systems  and  with  testing 
new  methods  of  health  care  delivery 
and  management.  Applications  are 
reviewed  for  scientific  and  technical 
merit  and  recommendationa  regarding’ 
their  funding  are  prepared  for  the 
Associate  C^ef  Medical  Director  for 
Research  and  Development. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  (to  the  seating  capacity  of  the 
room)  at  the  start  of  the  June  1  session 
for  approximately  one  hour  to  cover 
administrative  matters  and  to  discuss 
the  general  status  of  the  program.  The 
clos!^  portion  of  the  meeting  involves 
discussion,  examination,  reference  tex 
and  oral  review  of  staff  and  consultant 
critiques  of  research  protocols,  and 
similar  documents.  During  this  portion 
of  the  meeting,  discussion  and 
recommendations  will  deal  with 
qualifications  of  personnel  conducting 
the  studies,  the  disclosure  of  which 
would  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy,  as  well  as 
research  information,  the  premature 
disclosure  of  which  would  be  likely  to 
significantly  frustrate  implementelioaof 
proposed  agency  action  legai ding  such 
research  projects.  As  provided  by  fihe 
subsection  t0(d)  of  Public  Law  92—463, 
as  amended  by  Public  Law  94-409, 
closing  portions  of  these  meetings  is  in 
accordance  with  5  Lr.S.C  552(cft6)iaiui 
(9)(Bk 

Due  to  the  limited  seating  capacity  of 
the  room,  those  who  plan;  to  attend  the 
open  ses^n  should  contact  Mr.  Bill, 
Judy,  Review  Program  Manager  (1283), 
Health  Services  Research  and 
Development  Service,  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs,  »t0  Vermont  Avenue, 
Washington,  DC  20420  (phone:  202- 
S23-7425)  at  least  five  days  before  the 
meeting. 

Dated:  May  t>,  1994'. 

Heyward  Bannister, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  94-12809  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  amj 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Notice  of  Agency  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C.  552b),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation’s  Board  of  Directors  will 
meet  in  open  session  at  10:00  a.m.  on 
Tuesday.  May  31, 1994.  to  consider  the 
following  matters: 

Summary  Agenda 

No  matters  scheduled. 

Discussion  Agenda 

Memorandum  and  resolution  re:  Proposed 
amendments  to  Part  333  of  the  Corporation’s 
rules  and  regulations,  entitled  “Extension  of 
Corporate  Powers,”  which  would  require 
Corporation-insured  mutual  state-chartered 
savings  banks  that  are  not  members  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System  to  comply  with  new 
substantive  provisions  of  the  Corporation's 
regulations  when  proposing  to  convert  to  the 
stock  form  of  owmership. 

Memorandum  and  resolution  re:  Notice 
and  request  for  comments  regarding  the 
Corporation’s  review  of  the  mutual-to-stock 
conversion  process  for  Corporation-insured 
depository  institutions. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  the  Board 
Room  on  the  sixth  floor  of  the  FDIC 
Building  located  at  550 — 17th  Street, 
NW,.  Washington,  DC. 

The  FDIC  will  provide  attendees  with 
auxiliary  aids  (e.g.,  sign  language 
interpretation)  required  for  this  meeting. 
Those  attendees  needing  such  assistance 
should  call  (202)  9'42-3132  (Voice); 

(202)  942-3111  (TTY),  to  make 
necessary  arrangements. 

Requests  for  further  information 
concerning  the  meeting  may  be  directed 
to  Mr.  Robert  E.  Feldman.  Acting 
Executive  Secretary  of  the  Corporation, 
at  (202)  898-6757. 

Dated:  May  24, 1994. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 
Robert  E.  Feldman. 

Acting  Executive  Secretary 

IFR  Doc.  94-13102  Filed  5-24-94:  3:04  pml 
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FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 
»ATE  AND  TIME:  Thursday,  lune  2,  1994, 
at  10:00  am. 


PLACE:  999  E  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC. 

STATUS:  This  Meeting  Will  Be  Open  to 
the  Public. 

ITEMS  TO  BE  DISCUSSED: 

Correction  and  Approval  of  Minutes 
A.dvisory  Opinion  1994-10:  Robert  F.  Bauer 
on  behalf  of  Franklin  National  Bank 
Convention  Regulations:  Final  Rules  and 
Explanation  and  Justification  (continued 
from  meeting  of  May  26, 1994) 
Administrative  Matters 
Foreign  National  Brochure 
Administrative  Matters 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT  FOR  INFORMATION  : 
Ron  Harris,  Press  Officer,  Telephone: 
(202)  210-4155. 

Delores  Hardy, 

Administrative  Assistant. 

(FR  Doc.  94-13101  Filed  5-24-94;  3:04  pml 
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BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS  OF  THE  FEDERAL 
RESERVE  SYSTEM 

rsME  AND  DATE;  1 1  00  a  m..  Tuesday, 

May  31,  1994. 

PLACE:  Marriner  S.  Eccles  Federal 
Reserve  Board  Building.  C  Street 
entrance  between  20th  and  21st  Streets, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D  C.  20551. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  Sc  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Proposed  continuation  of  the  program  of 
outside  audits  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks 

2.  Personnel  actions  (appointments, 
promotions,  assignments,  reassignments,  and 
salary  actions)  involving  individual  Federal 
Reserv  e  System  employees. 

3.  Any  items  carried  forward  from  a 
previously  announced  meeting 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  INFORMATION: 
Mr  Joseph  R.  Coyne,  Assistant  to  the 
Board;  (202)  452-3204.  You  may  call 
(202)  452-3207.  beginning  at 
approximately  5  p.m.  two  business  da)  s 
before  this  meeting,  for  a  recorded 
announcement  of  bank  and  bank 
holding  company  applications 
scheduled  for  the  meeting. 

Dated:  May  24, 1994. 

Jennifer  J.  Johnson. 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

IFR  Doc.  94-13026  Filed  5-24-94;  10:35  ami 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

Agency  Meetings 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Government  in  the 


Sunshine  Act.  Pub.  L  94—409,  that  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
will  hold  the  following  meetings  during 
the  week  of  May  30. 1994. 

An  open  meeting  will  be  held  on 
Wednesday.  June  1.  1994,  at  10:00  a.m., 
in  Room  1C30.  A  closed  meeting  will  be¬ 
held  on  W’ednesday.  June  1, 1994, 
following  the  open  meeting. 

Commissioners,  Counsel  to  the 
Commissioners,  the  Secretary  to  the 
Commission,  and  recording  secretaries 
will  attend  the  closed  meeting.  Certain 
staff  members  who  have  an  interest  in 
the  matters  may  also  be  present. 

The  General  Counsel  of  the 
Commission,  or  his  designee,  has 
certified  that,  in  his  opinion,  one  or 
more  of  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  5 
U.S.C.  552b(c}  (4).  (8).  (9)(A)  and  (10) 
and  17  CFR  200.402(a)  (4).  (8).  (9)(i)  and 
(10).  permit  consideration  of  the 
scheduled  matters  at  a  closed  meeting. 

Commissioner  Schapiro,  as  duty 
officer,  voted  to  consider  the  items 
listed  for  the  closed  meeting  in  a  closed 
session. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  open 
meeting  scheduled  for  Wednesday,  June 
I,  1994,  at  10:00  a.m..  will  be; 

Cor.sideration  of  proposed  rule  3al2-n 
under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  193 1 
(  Exchange  Act”)  exempting  debt  securities 
listed  on  a  national  securities  exchange  from 
the  restrictions  on  borrowing  of  Section  6(a) 
and  the  proxy,  shareholder  communications, 
and  information  statement  rules  of  Sections 
14(a),  14(bl,  and  14(c)  of  the  Exchange  Act. 
Other  proposed  amendments  would  provide 
for  the  automatic  effectiveness  of  Fonn  8-.A 
registration  statements  for  listed  debt 
securities  and  the  elimination  of  the  Fling  fee 
associated  with  Form  8-A  registration 
state.ments  for  listed  debt.  The  Commission 
will  also  consider  whether  to  authorize  a 
one-step  filing  procedure  for  Exchange  Act 
registration  on  a  combined  Form  8-A/Listing 
Application  for  debt  securities  that  are  to  be 
listed  on  a  national  securities  exchange. 
Finally,  consideration  of  whether  to  solicit 
comment  as  to  the  advisability  of  extending 
reporting  requirements  to  issuers  of  debt 
securities  that  are  traded  in  the  over-the- 
counter  market  where  the  issuer  is  not 
otherwise  subject  to  periodic  reporting 
requirements. 

For  further  information,  please  contact 
Beth  A.  Stekler,  Division  of  Market 
Regulation  at  (202)  942-D190;  with  regard  to 
issues  relating  to  the  proxy  rules.  Form  8-A. 
or  reporting,  Joseph  P.  Babits,  Division  of 
Corporation  Finance  at  (202)  272-2589  or 
(202)  942-2910  after  5/30/94. 

Consideration  of  a  release  that  w  ould 
propose  amendments  to  Rule  19b-4  and 
Form  19b-4  to  streamline  the  procedures  for 
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the  filing  by  self-regulatory  organizatkms 
(“SROs”)  of  proposed  rule  changps  under  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  The  release 
also  proposes  amendments  taRule  6a-2  and 
Form  X-15AJ-2  to  streamline  and  conform 
requirements  for  SROs  to  file  certain 
information  annually. 

For  further  information,  please  contail 
Andrew  S.  Margolin  at  (202)  942-0073, 

The  subject  matter  of  the  cJosed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Wednesday,  June 


1, 1994,  following  the  open  meeting  will 
be: 

Institution  of  administrative  proceedings  of 
an  enforcement  nature. 

Settlement  of  administratiw  proceedings 
of  an  enforcenppnt  nature. 

Institution  of  injunction'  actions. 

Opinion. 

AX  tfmes,  changes  in  Coramissjon. 
priorities  require  alterations  in  the 


scheduling  of  meeting  rteras.  For  fiirthf  r 
information  and  to  ascertain  what,  if 
any,  matters  have  been  added,  deleted 
or  postponed,  please  contact:  Felicia 
Kung  (202)  942-0500. 

Dated;  May  24, 1994. 

Jonathan  G.  Katx, 

Seeretaey'. 

PFR  Doe.  94-13aiJ  Filed  5-2-4-94: 9:4.5  amf 
BILLING  CODE  SOIO-OI-Nt 


ii^ 


Thursday 
May  26,  1994 


Part  tl 


Office  of  Personnel 
Management 

5  CFR  Part  591 

Cost-of'Living  Allowances  (Nonforeign 
Areas)  and  Report  on  Summer  1993 
Surveys  Used  To  Determine  Cost-of- 
Living  Allowances  in  Selecting 
Nonforeign  Areas;  Proposed  Rule  and 
Notice 


27314 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  59,  No.  101  /  Thursday,  May  26,  1994  /  Proposed  Rules 


OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

5  CFR  Part  591 
RIN  3206-AF88 

Cost-of-Living  Allowances  (Nonforeign 
Areas) 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Personnel 
Management. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  (OPM)  proposes  to 
increase  certain  cost-of-living  allowance 
(COLA)  rates  paid  to  General  Schedule, 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  and  certain  other 
Federal  employees  in  Kauai  County, 
Hawaii:  the  City  and  County  of 
Honolulu,  Hawaii;  Guam  and  the 
Commonwealth  of  the  Northern  Mariana 
Islands:  and  the  U.S.  Virgin  Islands. 

OPM  also  proposes  to  consolidate  the 
two  nonforeign  COLA  areas  in  the  U.S. 
Virgin  Islands  into  a  single  allowance 
area.  In  addition,  OPM  proposes  to 
remove  from  regulations  three  locations 
listed  as  places  where  nonforeign  post 
differentials  are  paid.  These  three 
locations  are  no  longer  territories  or 
possessions  of  the  United  States  and, 
therefore,  are  not  covered  by  the 
nonforeign  area  post  differential 
program. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  :)uly  25, 1994. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  or  deliver  comments 
to  Allan  G.  Heame,  Methodology 
Development  Branch,  Office  of 
Compensation  Policy,  Personnel 
Systems  and  Oversight  Group,  Office  of 
Personnel  Management,  room  6H31, 
1900  E  Street  NW,,  Washington,  DC 
20415. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Allan  G.  Heame.  (202)  606-2838. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
section  5941  of  title  5,  United  States 
Code,  certain  Federal  employees  in 
nonforeign  areas  outside  the  48 
contiguous  States  are  eligible  for  cost-of- 
living  allowances  (COLA’s)  when  local 
living  costs  are  substantially  higher  than 
those  in  Washington,  DC.  Nonforeign 
area  COLA’s  are  currently  paid  in  the 
following  locations:  Alaska,  Hawaii, 
Puerto  Rico,  the  U.S.  Virgin  Islands, 
Guam,  and  the  Commonwealth  of  the 
Northern  Mariana  Islands. 

OPM  contracts  with  Runzheimer 
International  to  conduct  living-cost 
surveys  in  all  of  the  nonforeign 
allowance  areas.  During  the  summer  of 
1993,  Runzheimer  surveyed  Hawaii, 
Guam,  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  U.S.  Virgin 
Islands.  At  that  time,  Runzheimer  also 
surveyed  the  Washington,  DC,  area. 


which  is  the  base  or  reference  area  for 
living-cost  comparisons. 

As  background  to  this  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking,  OPM  is 
publishing  a  separate  Federal  Register 
notice  immediately  following  this 
notice.  The  separate  notice  provides  the 
complete  “Report  to  OPM  on  Living 
Costs  in  Hawaii,  Guam  and  the 
Commonwealth  of  the  Northern  Mariana 
Islands,  Puerto  Rico.  United  States 
Virgin  Islands,  and  in  the  Washington, 
DC,  Area.  March  1994,”  produced  by 
Runzheimer  International.  This  report 
explains  the  methodology,  procedures, 
and  results  of  the  summer  1993  living- 
cost  surveys. 

This  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
and  the  notice  immediately  following 
are  based  only  on  the  results  of  the 
summer  1993  surveys.  OPM  is 
publishing  the  proposed  rate 
adjustments  and  survey  results  at  this 
time  to  expedite  the  implementation  of 
proposed  COLA  rate  adjustments.  These 
notices  do  not  cover  the  winter  1994 
living-cost  surveys  conducted  in  Alaska. 
Any  proposed  COLA  rate  adjustments 
and  the  results  of  the  winter  1994 
surveys  will  be  published  in  separate 
notices  later  this  year  after  OPM  has 
fully  analyzed  the  results  of  the  Alaska 
surveys. 

The  proposed  increases  in  COLA  rates 
are  summarized  in  the  following  table: 


Proposed  Increases  in  COLA 
Rates 


Allowance  area 
category 

Current 

rate 

Pro¬ 

posed 

rate 

City  and  County  of 
Honolulu,  Hawaii: 
Commissary/Ex- 
change. 

17.5 . 

20.0 

County  of  Kauai.  Ha¬ 
waii;  All  Employees. 

17.5 . 

20.0 

Territory  of  Guam  and 
Commonwealth  of 
the  Northern  Mari¬ 
ana  Islands;  Com¬ 
missary/Exchange. 

17.5 . 

20.0 

U.S.  Virgin  Islands;  All 

*12.5  or 

17.5 

Employees. 

17.5. 

*  Current  rates  for  St  Croix  and  St.  Thomas/ 
St.  John,  respectively. 


OPM  proposes  to  adjust  only  those 
rates  that  would  increase.  Rates  that 
would  otherwise  decrease  will  remain 
unchanged,  as  required  by  a  general 
provision  in  the  Treasury,  Postal 
Service,  and  General  Government 
Appropriations  Act,  1992  (Pub.  L.  102- 
141).  Without  this  provision,  a  total  of 
four  rates  would  decrease  in  three  of  the 
allowance  areas  covered  by  the  summer 
1993  surv’eys. 


In  addition  to  proposing  COLA  rate 
adjustments,  OPM  is  proposing  to 
consolidate  the  two  allowance  areas  in 
the  U.S.  Virgin  Islands  into  a  single 
allowance  area.  The  two  allowance 
areas  are  (1)  the  island  of  St.  Croix  and 
(2)  the  islands  of  St.  Thomas  and  St. 
John.  The  new  allowance  area  would  be 
named  the  U.S.  Virgin  Islands 
allowance  area.  Living-cost  surveys 
would  continue  to  be  conducted  on  both 
St.  Croix  and  St.  Thomas,  but  the  data 
would  be  consolidated  to  represent  the 
Virgin  Islands  as  a  whole.  OPM  believes 
this  action  would  improve  the  surv'ey 
yield,  which  has  been  less  than  optimal. 
This  action  would  also  address 
comments  OPM  received  from  members 
of  Congress  and  Federal  employees 
concerning  OPM’s  living-cost 
measurements  in  the  Virgin  Islands. 

OPM  also  proposes  to  remove  from 
regulations  three  locations  that  are 
listed  as  places  w’here  nonforeign  post 
differentials  are  paid.  The  three 
locations  are  the  Canton.  Enderbury, 
and  Christmas  Islands.  These  islands  are 
no  longer  territories  or  possessions  of 
the  United  States  and,  therefore,  are  not 
covered  by  the  nonforeign  area  post 
differential  program. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

I  certify  that  this  regulation  will  not 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on 
a  substantial  number  of  small  entities 
because  the  regulation  will  affect  only 
Federal  agencies  and  employees. 

List  of  Subjects  in  5  CFR  Part  591 

Government  employees.  Travel  and 
transportation  expenses.  Wages. 

U.S.  Office  of  Personnel  Management. 

James  B.  King, 

Director. 

Accordingly,  OPM  proposes  to  amend 
5  CFR  part  591  as  follows: 

PART  591— ALLOWANCES  AND 
DIFFERENTIALS 

Subpart  B — Cost-of-Living  Allowance  and 
Post  Differential — Nonforeign  Areas 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  subpart  B 
of  part  591  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  5941;  E.0. 10000,  3 
CFR,  1943-1948  Cximp.,  p.  792;  E.O.  12510, 

3  CFR.  1985  Comp.,  p.  338. 

2.  In  §  591.204,  paragraph  (b)(4)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows; 

§  591.204  Establishment  of  allowance 
areas. 

*  *  «  *  ft 

(b)  *  *  * 

(4)  The  U.S.  Virgin  Islands. 

ft  ft  ft  ft  ft 
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3.  In  §  591.208,  paragraph  (b)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  591 .208  Post  Differential. 

Ik  *  «  •  « 

(b)  The  places  at  which  differentials 
are  paid  are — 

(1)  American  Samoa  (including  the 
island  of  Tutuila,  the  Manua  Islands, 
and  all  other  islands  of  the  Samoa  group 
east  of  longitude  171  degrees  west  of 
Greenwich,  together  with  Swains 
Island); 

(2)  Guam; 

(3)  The  commonwealth  of  the 
Northern  Mariana  Islands; 

(4)  Johnston  Island  and  Sand  Island; 
and 

(5)  Midway  Islands  and  Wake  Island. 

•  Ik  * 

4.  Appendix  A  of  subpart  B  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

Appendix  A  of  Subpart  B — Places  and 
Rates  at  Which  Allowances  Shall  Be 
Paid 

This  appendix  lists  the  places  where  a 
cost-of-living  allowance  has  been  approved 
and  shows  the  allowance  rate  to  be  paid  to 
employees  along  with  any  special  eligibility 


Allowance  category 


requirements  for  the  allowance  payment.  The 
allowance  percentage  rate  shown  is  paid  as 
a  percentage  of  an  employee's  rate  of  basic 
pay. 


Geographic  coverage/atlowance  cat¬ 
egory 

Author¬ 
ized  al¬ 
low¬ 
ance 
rate 
(per¬ 
cent) 

State  of  Alaska: 

City  of  Anchorage  and  50-mile  ra¬ 
dius  by  road: 

Local  Retail  . 

250 

Commissary/Exchange  . 

17.5 

City  of  Faribanks  and  50-miie  ra¬ 
dius  by  road: 

Local  Retail  . 

25.0 

Commissary/Exchange  . 

20.0 

City  of  Juneau  and  50-miie  radius 
by  road: 

All  Employees  . 

25.0 

Rest  of  the  State 

All  Employees  . 

25.0 

State  of  Hawaii: 

City  and  county  of  Honolulu: 

Local  Retail  . 

22.5 

Commissary/ Exchange  . 

20.0 

County  of  Hawaii: 

All  Employees  . 

150 

County  ot  Kauai; 

All  Employees  .  20.0 

County  of  Maui  and  County  of 
Kalawao; 

All  Employees  .  22.5 

Territory  of  Guam  and  Commorv 
wealth  of  the  Northern  Mariana  Is¬ 
lands: 

All  Locations; 

Local  Retail  .  22  5 

Commissary/Exchange  .  20.0 

Commonwealth  ot  Puerto  Rico; 

All  Locations; 

Local  Retail  . ‘O  O 

Commissary/Exchange  .  0.0 

The  U.S.  Virgin  Islands: 

All  Employees  .  ■'7.5 

De  finitions  of  Allowance  Categories 
The  following  definitions  of  the  allowance 
categories  identified  in  the  tables  in  this 
appendix  shall  be  used  to  determine 
employee  eligibility  for  the  appropriate 
allowance  rate; 


This  category  includes  those  employees  who  purchase  gooes  and 
services  from  private  retail  establishments. 

This  category  includes  those  employees  who  shop  at  private  reta  i  es¬ 
tablishments.  but  who,  as  a  result  of  their  Federal  civilian  employ- 
mem,  also  have  unlimited  access  to  commissary  and  exchange  fa¬ 
cilities.  This  category  is  established  only  in  those  allowance  areas 
that  have  these  facilities. 


Note:  Eligibility  for  access  to  military 
commissary  and  exchange  facilities  is 
determined  by  the  appropriate  military 
department.  If  an  employee  is  furnished  with 
these  privileges  for  reasons  associated  with 
his  or  her  Federal  civilian  employnnent,  he  or 
she  will  have  an  identification  card  that 
authorizes  access  to  such  facilities. 
Possession  of  such  an  identification  card— 
i.e.,  one  issued  bv  reason  of  his  or  her 


Geographic  coverage 


American  Samoa  (including  the  island  ot  Tutuila,  the  Manua  is¬ 
lands.  and  all  other  islands  of  the  Samoa  group  east  of  lon¬ 
gitude  171°  west  of  Greenwich,  together  with  Swams  island) 

Johnston  Island  and  Sand  Island  . 

Midway  Islands  . . . 

Territory  of  Guam  and  Commonwealth  of  the  Northern  Mariana 
Islands. 

Wake  Island  . . ; . 


Federal  civilian  employment — is  sufficie.ni 
evidence  that  the  employee  u^es  ir.e  , 
facilities 

5.  Appendix  B  of  subpart  B  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows 


Peicem 
age  dif¬ 
ferential 
'ate 


Appendix  B  ot  Subpart  B — Places  and 
Rates  at  Which  Differentials  Shall  Be 
Paid 

This  appendix  lists  the  places  where  a  po'-t 
differential  has  been  approved  and  shows  the 
differential  rate  to  be  paid  to  eligible 
employees  The  differential  percentage  rate 
show  n  is  paid  as  a  percentage  of  an 
emplovee's  '■ate  of  basic  pav 


25  June  6  ^975 


20  First  oay  of  the  first  pay  period  beginning  on  or  after  Janua''y  6 
1993 

25  June  8.  i975 
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OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

Report  on  Summer  1993  Surveys  Used 
To  Determine  Cost-of-Living 
Allowances  in  Selected  Nonforeign 
Areas 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Personnel 

Management. 

action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY;  This  notice  publishes  the 
“Report  to  OPM  on  Living  Costs  in 
Hawaii.  Guam  and  the  Commonwealth 
of  the  Northern  Mariana  Islands,  Puerto 
Rico.  United  States  Virgin  Islands,  and 
in  the  Washington,  DC,  Area,  March 
1994,”  prepared  by  Runzheimer 
International  under  Government 
contract  OPM-90-0705.  This  report 
provides  the  basis  for  the  increases  in 
certain  cost-of-living  allowances 
(cola’s)  being  proposed  by  OPM  in  the 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
immediately  preceding  this  notice. 

DATES:  Consistent  with  the  deadline  on 
comments  in  response  to  the  notice  of 
proposed  rulem^ing  immediately 
preceding  this  notice,  OPM  requests  that 
comments  on  the  report  be  submitted  on 
or  before  July  25, 1994. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  or  deliver  comments 
to  Allan  G.  Heame,  Methodology 
Development  Branch,  Office  of 
Compensation  Policy,  Personnel 
Systems  and  Oversight  Group,  Office  of 
Personnel  Management,  room  6H31, 
1900  E  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20415. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Allan  G.  Heame,  (202)  606-2838. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION;  Under  5 
CFR  591.206(c),  COLA  survey 
summaries  must  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Accordingly,  OPM  is 
publishing  the  complete  “Report  to 
OPM  on  Living  Costs  in  Hawaii,  Guam 
and  the  Commonwealth  of  the  Northern 
Mariana  Islands.  Puerto  Rico,  United 
States  Virgin  Islands,  and  the 
Washington,  DC,  Area,  March  1994,” 
produced  by  Runzheimer  International. 
The  Runzheimer  report  describes  the 
surveys  that  were  conducted  for  OPM  in 
the  summer  of  1993  in  Hawaii,  Guam, 
Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin  Islands,  and  the 
Washington,  DC.  area.  It  also  explains  in 
detail  the  methodologies,  calculations, 
and  findings. 

OPM  is  publishing  the  survey  results 
at  this  time  to  expedite  the 
implementation  of  potential  COLA  rate 
adjustments.  This  notice  does  not  cover 
the  winter  1994  living-cost  surveys 
conducted  in  Alaska.  The  results  of  the 
winter  1994  surveys  will  be  published 
in  a  separate  notice  later  this  year  after 


OPM  has  fully  arialyzed  the  results  of 
the  Alaska  surveys. 

Based  on  the  summer  1993  living-cost 
surveys,  Runzheimer  computed  index 
values  of  relative  living  costs  in 
allowance  areas  using  an  index  scale 
where  the  living  costs  in  the 
Washington.  DC,  area  are  set  at  100.  (See 
the  Executive  summary  of  the  March 
1994  Runzheimer  report  accompanying 
this  notice.)  OPM  notes  that  the  summer 
surveys  indicated  that  COLA  rates  in 
three  allowance  areas  are  above  levels 
otherwise  warranted.  However,  the 
Treasury,  Postal  Service,  and  General 
Government  Appropriations  Act,  1992 
(Pub.  L.  102-141),  bars  any  reduction  in 
COLA  rates  through  December  31, 1995. 
Thus,  the  only  rate  adjustments  to  be 
made  are  rate  increases,  as  described  in 
the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
immediately  preceding  this  notice. 

U.S.  Office  of  Personnel  Management. 

James  B.  King, 

Director. 

Report  to  OPM  on  Living  Costs  In 
Hawaii,  Guam  and  the  Commonwealth 
of  the  Northern  Mariana  Islands, 

Puerto  Rico,  United  States  Virgin 
Islands,  and  in  the  Washington,  DC 
Area 

March  1994 
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Executive  Summary 

This  report  culminates  the  fourth 
living-cost  comparison  study 
undertaken  by  Runzheimer 
International  for  the  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  (OPM)  under  contract 
OPM-90-0705.  The  contract  requires 
Runzheimer  to: 

(1)  Survey  living  costs  in  7  cost-of- 
living  allowance  (COLA)  areas  and  the 
Washington,  DC,  area,  and 

(2)  Compare  living  costs  between  the 
areas  and  the  DC  area. 

To  determine  living  costs  in  the 
identified  areas  and  build  this  report, 
Runzheimer  researched  over  3,{K)0 
outlets  and  gathered  more  than  12,000 
price  quotes. 

This  report  presents  tlie  results  of  the 
living-cost  surveys  conducted  during 
the  summer  of  1993.  The  results  of  the 
winter  1994  living-cost  surveys  will  be 
presented  in  a  subsequent  report  to  be 
provided  to  OPM  in  mid-1994. 

To  ease  interpretation  of  the  researtdi 
results,  we  display  the  outcome  of  the 
comparisons  as  living-cost  indexes  in 
the  table  below.  In  addition,  the  table 
shows  living-cost  indexes  for  federal 
employees  who  have  unlimited  access 
to  commissary  and  exchange  facilities 
because  of  their  employment.  The  index 
for  the  Washington,  DC,  area  (not 
shown)  is  100.00  because  it  is,  by 
definition,  the  reference  area. 


Final  Cost  Comparison  Indexes 


Allowance  area 

Local  pricing 

Commissary 
&  exchange 

City  &  Cnty  of 

- 

Honolulu,  Ha- 

waii  . . . 

Hawaii  CJnty, 

122.90 

120.26 

Hawaii . . 

Kauai  Cnty,  Ha- 

109.63 

NA 

waii . 

Maui  Cnty,  Ha- 

119.27 

NA 

waii . 

119.32 

NA 

Guam,  CNMI*  .. 

122.25 

120.81 

Puerto  Rkx)  _ 

U.S.  Virgin  Is- 

103.00 

102.17 

lands . 

117.81 

NA 

*  Ck)mmonweatth  of  the  Northern  Manana  Is¬ 
lands. 

NA=Not  Applicable. 


One  of  the  changes  OPM  requested 
this  year  was  to  separate  the  reporting 
of  the  summer  and  winter  living-cost 
surveys.  As  noted  earlier,  this  has  been 
done.  The  purpose  of  this  change  was  to 
allow  OPM  to  adjust  COLA  where 
warranted  in  a  more  timely  manner. 

Another  change  was  to  combine  the 
St.  Croix  and  St.  Thomas,  Virgin  Island, 
data  to  form  a  single  index  for  the  U.S. 
Virgin  Islands.  This  change  was  made  to 
address  concerns  about  the  quantity  of 
data,  obtained  in  the  Virgin  Islands. 
Combining  the  two  areas  significantly 
increases  the  data  base  and  improves 
price  comparisons. 

For  the  1993  summer  surveys,  OPM 
asked  Runzheimer  to  change  of  its  data 
collection  procedures  and  data  analyses 
relative  to  last  year’s  surveys. 
Runzheimer  also  initiated  other  changes 
with  OPM’s  approval.  Some  of  these 
changes  included: 

•  Using  a  moving  average  approach  to 
introduce  new  Federal  employment 
weights; 

•  Increasing  the  quantity  of  housing 
data  obtained  in  certain  areas — most 
notably  parts  of  the  Virgin  Islands; 

•  Making  minor  changes  in  pricing 
sources  for  certain  items  to  refine  the 
comparisons  of  D.C.  and  allowance  area 
pri(*s; 

•  Taking  into  account  the  effects  of 
the  earthquake  in  Guam  by  ensuring 
that  goods  &  services  pricing — most 
notably  fi^sh  produce — was  not 
abnormally  skewed; 

•  Taking  into  account  the  effects'of 
Hurricane  Iniki  in  Kauai  by  ensuring 
that  prices — particularly  housing 
costs — were  not  abnormally  skewed; 

•  Employing  a  new  methodology  for 
collecting  and  analyzing  Virgin  Island, 
Guam,  and  Puerto  Rico  automobile 
insurance  rates;  and 

•  Employing  a  new  methodology  for 
determining  automobile  maintenance 
c.osts. 


In  addition,  to  monitor,  fine-tune,  and 
maintain  effective  control  of  the  data- 
gathering  efforts  in  both  the  Pacific  and 
Caribbean  regions,  two  of  Runzheimer 's 
senior  research  staff  traveled  to  these 
regions  to  visit  retail  outlets. 

Runzheimer  research  associates, 
housing  data  sources,  and  living 
communities. 

We  discuss  these  and  other  ■ 
adjustments  in  appropriate  sections 
throughout  this  report. 

Report  to  OPM  on  Living  Costs  in  Hawaii, 
Guam  and  the  Commonwealth  of  the 
Northern  Mariana  Islands,  Puerto  Rico,  U.S. 
Virgin  Islands,  and  in  the  Washington,  DC 
Area 

1.  Introduction 

1.1  Report  Objectives 

This  comprehensive  report 
culminates  data-gathering  and  research 
work  undertaken  in  1993  as  required  by 
Task  2  of  contract  OPM-9()-0705 
between  the  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  (OPM)  and  Runzheimer 
International.  The  report  details  the 
results  of  Runzheimer  International’s 
surveys  of  over  3,000  outlets  to  obtain 
more  than  12,000  price  quotes  and  the 
analyses  of  the  data. 

This  is  the  fourth  report  Run2dieimer 
has  produced  for  OPM  under  this 
contract.  In  1990,  in  fulfillment  of  Task 
1  of  the  contract,  Runzheimer  worked 
with  OPM  to  design  a  model  for 
estimating  c»mparative  living  costs 
*  between  the  allowance  areas  and  the 
Washington,  D.C,  area.  Task  2  of  the 
c'ontract  required  that  Runzheimer 
apply  the  model  by  conducting  living- 
cost  surveys,  analyzing  the  results,  and 
developing  living-cost  comparative 
indexes.  On  February  26, 1991,  OPM 
published  that  model  and  the  results  of 
the  first  surveys  conducted  under  the 
model  in  the  Federal  Register.  On 
December  10, 1992.  OPM  pubhabed  in 
the  Federal  Register  the  second  report 
which  covered  the  summer  1901  and 
winter  1992  surveys.  On  August  30, 
1993,  OPM  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  the  next  report  that  covered  the 
summer  1992  and  winter  1993  surveys. 

Unlike  previous  reports,  this  report 
provides  only  the  results  of  the  summer 
1993  surveys.  This  change  was  made  to 
allow  OPM  the  opportunity  to  adjust 
C01.A  rates  where  warranted  in  a  more 
timely  manner.  Results  of  the  1994 
winter  surveys  (i.e.,  the  Alaska  surveys) 
will  be  presented  in  a  separate  report  to 
be  provided  to  OPM  in  mid-1994. 

The  analyses  in  this  report  establish 
the  comparative  cost  differences 
between  the  allowance  areas  listed 
below  and  the  Washington,  D.C.,  area. 
By  law,  Washington,  D.C.,  is  the  base  ol 
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“reference”  area  for  the  nonforeign-area 
COLA  program. 

1.  City  and  County  of  Honolulu.  Hawaii 

2.  Hawaii  County.  Hawaii 

3.  Kauai  County,  Hawaii 
4  Maui  County,  Hawaii 

5.  Guam  and  the  Commonwealth  of  the 
Northern  Mariana  Islands  (CNMI) 

6.  Puerto  Rico 

7.  U.S.  Virgin  Islands 

Under  OPM  regulations,  federal 
civilian  employees  who  have  unlimited 
access  to  commissaries  and  post 
exchanges  due  to  their  employment  by 
the  government  may  receive  a  different 
allowance  rate  than  other  federal 
employees.  This  regulation  does  not 
apply  to  federal  employees  who  have 
limited  access  or  unlimited  access  for 
other  reasons — e.g.,  being  married  to 
active  or  retired  military  personnel. 

Task  2  of  the  OPM  contract  also 
required  Runzheimer  International  to 
calculate  comparative  living  costs  in  the 
areas  listed  below  and  the  Washington, 
D-C.,  area  for  federal  civilian  employees 
w  ho  have  access  to  military 
commissaries  and  post  exchanges. 

1.  City  and  County  of  Honolulu,  HI 

2.  Guam/CNMI 

3.  Puerto  Rico 

t  2  Changes  in  This  Year’s  Sun'ey 

Runzheimer  and  OPM  made  several 
changes  to  the  surveys  and  analyses, 
including — 

(•  reporting  the  results  of  the  summer 
and  winter  surveys  separately: 

«  using  a  moving  average  approach  to 
introduce  new  Federal  employment 
weights; 

*  combining  St.  Croix  and  St.  Thomas 
data  to  produce  indexes  for  the  Virgin 
Islands  as  a  whole: 

»  increasing  the  sample  size  of 
housing  information  in  several  areas, 
including  Hawaii.  San  Juan.  St.  Croix, 
and  the  Maryland  suburbs  of  the 
Washington,  D.C„  area; 

®  developing  a  percent -to- market 
value  formula  to  calculate  real  estate 
taxes  for  San  Juan  because  tax 
assessment  data  were  no  longer 
available  as  a  result  of  a  decentralization 
of  property  tax  function  in  Puerto  Rico; 

*  increasing  the  comparability  of 
automobile  insurance  in  the  Virgin 
Islands.  Guam,  and  Puerto  Rico, 
compared  with  the  W'ashington.  D.C., 
area: 

•  surveying  only  the  cash  price  at 
branded  gas  stations  unless  only  non- 
branded  stations  are  available;  and 

•  more  accurately  defining  the 
distinguishing  differences  between 
family  dining  and  fine  dining. 

Runzheimer  has  continued  to  include 
catalog  sales  in  its  suix-ey.  Since  the 


Sears  catalogs  have  been  discontinued. 
Runzheimer  has  researched  hundreds  of 
catalogs  to  determine  which  are  most 
appropriate.  Runzheimer  researchers 
found  that  most  catalogs  have  uniform 
shipping  charges.  Only  catalogs  that  sell 
merchandise  in  the  allow'ance  areas  and 
the  W'ashington,  D.C.,  area  were  used. 

Appendix  3  identifies  Goods  & 
Services,  Miscellaneous  Expense,  and 
Housing  Related  pricing  changes. 

Current  housing  data  can  be  found  in 
appendix  9A  and  Appendix  9B.  Other 
changes  are  discussed  w^here  applicable 
in  the  report. 

1 . 3  Prici ng  Period 

Consistent  with  last  year’s  tropical- 
area  surveys.  Runzheimer  collected  data 
for  the  Haw'aii,  Guam/CNMI,  Puerto 
Rico,  and  Virgin  Islands  allowance  areas 
(and  the  Washington,  D.C.,  area)  in 
August.  September,  and  October  of 
1993,  pricing  most  items  during  August. 
Also  during  August,  our  research 
associates  priced  durable  goods,  such  as 
cars.  and.  in  October,  items  such  as. 
homeow  ner  insurance,  which  depend 
on  the  pricing  of  other  items  (i.e., 
housing). 

To  ensure  consistent  seasonable 
catalog  pricing.  Runzehimer  used 
spring/summer  catalogs  for  the  catalog 
items  covered  in  these  surx'eys. 

t  4  Living  Cost  Components 

In  accordance  with  federal 
regulations,  expense  components 
Runzheimer  costed  to  develop  analyses, 
comparisons,  and  the  report  were: 

1  Housing  and  Housing  Related 

Expenses 

2  Transportation 

3.  Consumption  Goods  &  Services 

4.  Miscellaneous  Expenses 

Runzehimer  factored  sales,  excise  and 
property  taxes  into  the  analysis  where 
applicable.  However,  in  keeping  with 
previous  reports,  w'e  did  not  factor 
federal,  .state  and  local  income  taxes 
into  the  analysis.  Because  income  taxes 
significantly  affect  living-cost  analyses. 
Runzheimer  and  OPM  are  researching 
the  issue  of  including  income  taxes  in 
future  surveys- 

Educational  opportunities  vary 
significantly  among  locations  in  terms 
of  availability,  quality,  and  other  factors. 
Runzheimer  analyst  and  OPM  officials 
agree  that,  w  ithout  additional 
information,  attempts  to  measure  cost 
differences  in  education  in  the  selected 
areas  would  be  highly  subjective  and 
would  not  add  to  the  integrity  of  the 
model.  Therefore,  education  expense  is 
not  included  in  the  model  or  surv'eys. 


2.  Overall  Model 

2. 1  Measurement  of  Living-Cost 
Differences 

The  most  common  and  most  widely- 
accepted  way  to  measure  living-cost 
differences  between  and  among 
locations  is  to  select  representative 
items  that  people  purchase  in  these 
locations  and  to  calculate  the  respective 
cost  differences,  combining  them 
according  to  their  importance  to  one 
another  (as  measured  by  relative 
percentage  of  expenditures). 

Runzheimer  applied  this  methodology 
to  compare  the  living  costs  in  each  of 
the  allowance  areas  with  the  living  cosf.'i 
in  the  Washington,  D.C.  area. 

To  move  from  this  basic  concept  to 
computing  comparative  living  costs 
between  each  allow'ance  area  and  the 
Washington.  D.C.  area,  Runzheimer 
followed  five  main  processes  or  steps: 

Step  1  Identify  the  segment  of  the 
population  for  which  this  analysis  is 
being  targeted  (i.e.,  the  target 
population). 

Step  2  Determine  how  these  people 
spend  their  money. 

Step  3  Select  items  to  represent  the 
expense  categories  for  which  these 
people  spend  their  money. 

Step  4  Conduct  pricing  surv  eys  of 
the  selected  items  in  each  area. 

Step  5  Analyze  cost  ratios  for  the 
selected  items  and  aggregate  them 
according  to  the  relative  importance  ol 
each  item. 

2.1.1  Target  Population:  Federal 
Employees 

Runzheimer's  living-cost  model 
measures  living-cost  differences  for  non 
military  Federal  employees  having 
annual  base  salaries  between  $l0,00f» 
and  $80,000,  the  salary'  range  of  the 
1990  General  Schedule  (GS)  of  the 
Federal  Government.  Because  living 
cost  differences  may  vary  depending  (mi 
an  employee’s  income  level. 
Runzheimer  designed  its  analylical 
model  to  identify-  living  costs  at  tbret 
income  levels. 

In  its  first  report  to  OPM,  Runzlieifiun 
used  the  salary'  distribution  of  all 
General  Schedule  employees  as  of 
March  31. 1990,  which  OPM  suppln-ii 
to  determine  the  income  levels  that 
most  accurately  represent  the  Federal 
employee  population.  After  analyzing 
the  array  of  salary  data,  Runzheimer 
picked  the  midpoints  of  the  lower 
middle  and  upper  thirds  of  the 
distribution  as  its  three  income  level > 
($18,000,  $28,400  and  $45,200 
respectively). 

Runzheimer  applied  the  same  •iii.OKit’ 
levels  for  this  report  as  it  did  for  I  he 
first.  In  previous  reports,  Runzheime» 
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recommended  that  OPM  consider 
introducing  changes  in  income  levels 
and  weights  on  a  gradual  basis.  OPM 
agreed,  and  this  year  OPM  introduced 
new  Federal  employment  weights  that 
are  based  on  a  moving  average.  OPM  has 
informed  Runzheimer  that  OPM  plans 
to  introduce  other  changes,  such  as  in 
the  representative  income  levels  and 
Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES) 
weights,  in  future  surveys. 

Runzheimer  uses  Federal  employment 
weights  in  the  model  in  two  ways:  (1) 
to  combine  survey  data  from  multiple 
survey  areas  within  a  single  allowance 
area  and  (2)  to  combine  relative  living 
costs  by  income  level  within  each 
allowance  area  into  a  single  index  for 
the  area  (as  required  by  section 
591 .205(c)  of  title  5,  Code  of  Federal 
regulations). 

OPM’s  moving  average  allows  the 
gradual  introduction  of  new 
employment  distribution  data  over  time. 
The  weights  are  based  on  a  three-year 
average  of  GS  employment.  Each  year, 
the  latest  GS  employment  data  will  be 
added  to  the  three-year  average,  the 
oldest  data  will  be  deleted,  and  a  new 
three- year  average  will  be  computed. 
This  v,rill  keep  the  weights  current  while 
mitigating  any  fluctuations  due  to  short¬ 
term  changes  in  Federal  employment. 

In  this  first  application  oi  the  moving 
average,  OPM  is  departing  slightly  from 
the  process  described  above  in  that  the 
three  employment  distributions  used  are 
for  the  periods  of  1990, 1992,  and  1993. 
The  1990  rather  than  1991  employment 
distribution  is  used  because  the  model 
prev  iously  used  1990  data  only.  (See 
Appendix  13.) 

2.1.2  Determination  of  Expenditure 
Patterns 

2.1 .2.1  Source  of  Expenditure  Data 

Conforming  with  last  year’s  process, 
Runzheimer  used  the  “prepub” 


statistical  reports  from  the  1988  CES 
dated  February  13, 1990  (see  Appendix 
1 )  as  the  basis  for  weighting  expenditure 
patterns. 

2.1. 2.2  Income  Level  Adjustments 
Because  the  CES  reflected  1988 

expenditure  levels,  Runzheimer  reduced 
the  three  1990  incomes  back  to  1988 
levels  before  beginning  the  expenditure 
analysis.  To  calculate  estimate  1988 
income  levels,  Runzheimer  used  the 
average  percentage  salary  increases  of 
Federal  employees  for  the  two-year 
period  in  question  as  supplied  by  OPM 
officials  (4.1%  increase  1988-89  and 
3.6%  increase  1989-90,  resulting  in  a 
7.85%  two-year  increase).  This 
adjustment  reduced  the  1990  income 
levels  to  estimated  1988  levels  of 
$16,700,  $26,300,  and  $41,900. 

2. 1.2.3  Family  Size  Considerations 
A  family  size  of  2.6  was  inherent  in 

the  weighting  scheme  Runzheimer 
employed  to  price  all  allowance  areas. 
Derived  from  CES  research,  the  number 
represented  an  average  for  the  nation. 

2. 1.2.4  Analysis  of  the  1988  Consumer 
Expenditure  Survey 

From  the  1988  CES,  Runzheimer  used 
the  statistical  report  entitled  “Table  2. 
Income  before  Taxes,”  which  listed 
average  expenditures  for  families 
earning  similar  incomes,  organized  into 
eight  income  ranges.  Runzheimer 
analyzed  these  data  to  develop  typical 
sjjending  patterns  for  the  three  income 
profiles  identified  in  2. 1.2.2.  (The  table 
below  displays  the  results  of  the 
analysis.) 

Seven  income  categories 
encompassed  these  three  in«;ome 
profiles: 

$10,000  to  $14,999 
$15,000  to  $19,999 
$20,000  to  $29,999 
$30,000  to  $39,999 


$40,000  to  $49,999 

$50,000  and  over 

All  respondents  combined 

The  1988  CES  grouped  expens€js  into 
small,  logical  families  of  items.  For 
example,  the  report  divided  money  ^ 
spent  by  families  on  beef  into  four 
groups:  ground  beef,  roast,  steak  and 
other  beef.  The  steak  and  roast 
groupings  were  further  separated  into 
smaller  clusters  of  items  (e.g.,  sirloin 
and  round  steak,  chuck  and  round 
roast). 

Drawing  on  this  survey  of  expenditure 
data,  Runzheimer  sorted  the  item 
groupings  into  the  four  main  cost 
components  specified  in  the  OPM 
regulations:  Consumption  Goods  & 
Services,  Transportation,  Housing,  and 
Miscellaneous  Expenses.  Runzheimer 
observed  that  families  in  the  lower 
income  ranges  spent  more  of  their 
money,  as  a  percentage  of  total 
expenses,  on  goods  and  services  and 
housing  than  families  in  higher  income 
ranges.  Also,  families  spent 
approximately  the  same  percentage  of 
their  total  expenses  on  transportation, 
regardless  of  income.  Consequently,  the 
Miscellaneous  Expense  compo,nent — 
which  includes  such  things  as  mediiial- 
care  expenses,  contributions,  gifts  to 
non-family  members,  pension  funds, 
long-term  savings  and  investments,  and 
life  insurance  premiums — increased  as  a 
percentage  of  total  expenses  as  income 
increased. 

To  develop  accurate  and  defensible 
weighting  patterns  for  the  three  income 
levels,  Runzheimer  performed  linear 
regression  analy.sis  on  the  selected  1938 
CES  data.  Listed  below  are  the  results  ol 
Runzheimer’s  analysis  for  the  income 
ranges  listed  on  the  preceding  page: 


Component  Expenses  Expressed  as  a  Percentage  of  Total  Expenses 


Income  Level  1991 

Income 
Level  1988 
(Est.) 

Goods  S 
Services 
(percent) 

Housing 

(percent) 

Transpor¬ 

tation 

(percent) 

MtSC- 

(percent) 

Total 

(percent) 

$18,000  . 

$16,700 

39.59 

24.35 

20.76 

15.30 

100.00 

28,400  . - . 

26.300 

39.15 

23.48 

20.33 

17.04 

100.00 

45.200  . 

41,900 

38.74 

22.66 

19.94 

1866 

100.00 

Runzheimer  further  sorted  Goods  & 
Services  into  ten  categories  and  used 
linear  regression  techniques  to  provide 
ratios  of  renters  to  homeowners  at  each 
income  level.  Statistics  on  these 
component  groupings  appear  later  in 
this  report. 


2.2  General  Form ulae  and 
Applications 

An  “’index”  is  a  mathemutii:nl  way  to 
compare  one  price  (or  set  of  data)  with 
another.  For  example,  if  a  price  index 
for  a  can  of  green  beans  is  1 10,  that 
means  that  a  can  of  green  beans  costs 
10%  more  in  the  pricing  area  (i.e.. 


allowance  area)  than  in  the  reference 
area  (i.e.,  the  Washington,  D.C.,  area). 

Runzheimer  computed  indexes  for 
hundreds  of  items.  To  combine  these 
indexes,  Runzheimer  applied  weights 
from  the  CES  that  reflected  the  relative 
amount  consumers  normally  spend  on 
the  items.  For  example,  the  price  of  a 
rnn  of  green  beans  has  a  lower  weight 
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than  the  price  of  a  pound  of  apples 
because,  according  to  the  CES,  people 
generally  spend  less  on  canned  green 
f^ans  than  on  apples. 

Runzheimer  employed  an  inde.ving 
methodology  known  as  Laspeyres  to 
derive  total  cost  indexes  for  each  of 
three  income  levels  and  for  each  costed 
location.  As  applied  to  living-cost 
research,  the  LaspeyTes  index  reflects 
the  expenditure  patterns  of  the  people 
in  the  reference  area  (i.e.,  the 
Washington,  D.C.,  area)  to  weight  the 
paces.  Because  detailed  CES  data  by 
income  level  are  not  published  for  the 
Washington,  O.C.,  area,  Runzheimer 


used  nationwide  CES  data  to  compute 
weights.  Consequently.  Runzheimer  did 
not  technically  apply  the  Laspeyres 
index  methodology  in  its  pure  form. 
Nevertheless,  Runzheimer  firmly 
believes  that  this  nuance  does  not 
invalidate  the  price  comparisons 
presented  in  this  report. 

As  described  in  the  e.xample  above 
and  in  greater  detail  in  sections  3.2  and 
6.2,  Runzheimer  applied  the  Laspeyres 
methodology  to  compute  price  indexes 
for  the  Goods  &  Services  and  the 
Miscellaneous  Expenses  components, 
respectively.  For  the  Transportation  and 
the  Housing  components.  Runzheimer 


used  a  combination  of  a  cost-build-up 
approach  and  the  Laspeyres 
methodology  to  compute  component 
indexes. 

In  conformance  with  section 
591.205(c).  title  5,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Runzheimer  followed  a 
five-step  process  to  derive  the  overall 
total  indexes  for  each  allowance  area. 
First.  Runzheimer  used  the  CES  data 
and  the  income  ranges  described  in 
section  2. 1.2. 4  above  to  derive  the 
amount  of  money  consumers  typically 
spend  on  each  component  at  each 
income  level.  These  amounts  appear  in 
the  table  below  and  in  Appendix  14. 


Tvpical  Consumer  ExPENOtruRES  by  Income  Level  and  Component 


lr»come  teve» 

Goods  &  seoitces 

Ownrent 

Transportation 

M-’SC. 

ToJal 

$7, 126 

$4,383 

$3,737 

^  $2,754 

$18,000 

. . 

6.668 

5,774 

i  4.83S 

28,400 

Uppe‘'  . . 

1 7.510 

10.242 

9.0’3 

1  3,434 

45,200 

Vaii^es  may  rvjt  total  because  of  rourding 


•Sw.ond,  for  each  allowance  area, 
Runrhetmer  multiplied  the  values  above 
by  the  component  indexes  for  the 
allowance  area.  Because  the  Housing 
component  consisted  of  two  indexes 
(one  for  owners  and  another  for  rentersi, 
we  produced  two  sets  of  total  relative 
cost-s— one  for  owmers  and  another  for 
renters.. 

Third,  for  each  allowance  area  and 
income  level,  Runzheimer  combined  the 
total  relative  costs  for  owners  and 
renters  using  the  proportion  of  owmers 
and  renters  as  identified  in  the  CES  to 
weight  the  costs.  (See  section  4.2.1)  This 
produced  an  overall,  average,  relative 
living  cost  at  each  income  level  in  each 
allowance  area. 

Fourth,  for  each  allow  ance  area,  the 
overall,  average  relative  costs  by  income 
level  w'ere  combined  using  federal 
employment  weights  based  on  the 
employment  at  each  income  level  in  the 
allowance  area.  Applying  the  same 
allowance-area  employment  weights. 
Runzheimer  computed  an  overall, 
average  cost  for  the  reference  area. 

The  last  step  was  to  div  ide  the 
overall,  average  relative  cost  for  the 
allowance  area  by  the  overall,  average 
cost  for  the  reference  area  to  produce 
the  final  index.  (See  Appendix  14  for 
the  calculations  for  each  index.) 

2  J  Data  Collection  Process 

As  noted  earlier.  Runzheimer 
obtained  price  information  on  over 
12,000  items  from  over  3,000  outlets.  To 
accomplish  this  important  research 
effort,  we  selected  the  most  efficient  and 
effective  information-gathering 


approaches  possible.  This  section 
describes  the  various  approaches. 

2.3. 1  In-house  Research  Staff 

Runzheimer  research  personnel  at  its 
corporate  headquarters  in  Rochester, 
Wisconsin,  played  a  major  role  in  all 
data-coliection  activities.  These 
professionals; 

•  Contacted  manufacturers,  trade 
associations,  governmental  agencies, 
and  retail  establishments  to  ensure  that 
suitable  items  were  selected  and  priced; 

•  Contacted  professionals  in  the  real 
estate  business  in  each  of  the  costed 
locations  to  obtain  general  information 
as  well  as  specific  rental  rates  and  home 
market  values; 

•  Conducted  pricing  surveys  on  site 
and  by  telephone  for  many  items; 

•  ^rved  as  a  liaison  for  field 
researchers; 

•  Performed  hundreds  of  quality 
control  checks  in  conformance  with 
editing  rules  communicated  by 
Runzheimer  to  OPM  once  the  data  had 
been  collected  (these  checks  often 
involved  verification  of  the  survey  data 
through  telephone  calls  as  well  as 
comparing  current  data-gathering  results 
with  those  from  the  1992-1993  survey); 
and 

•  Analyzed  and  computed  the 
category,  component  and  total 
comparative  cost  indexes. 

2.3.2  Field  Researchers — ‘’Research 
Associates” 

Collection  of  most  price  data  was  best 
accomplished  through  personal  visits  to 
retail  outlets  (e.g..  grocery,  clothing, 
automobiles).  For  Aese  activities. 


Runzheimer  hired  residents  of  each 
allowance  area  as  independent 
contractors  (“research  associates”).  For 
years,  when  measuring  living  costs  for 
its  clients.  Runzheimer  has  applied  this 
approach  to  data  collection  in  over  80 
countries  worldwide. 

To  avoid  any  real  or  perceived 
conflicts  of  interest,  Runzheimer  did  not 
hire  persons  as  research  associates  v\  ho 
were  either  employees  of  the  federal 
government,  or  who  had  immediate 
family  w  ho  were  employees  of  the 
federal  government. 

2.3.3  On-site  V'isits  by  Runzheimer 
Research  Personnel 

Full-time  Runzheimer  research 
professionals  travelled  to  selected 
allowance  areas  to  supervise  data- 
collection  activities  and  perform  various 
quality -control  checks  on  the  data  as 
necessary.  Each  such  visit-occurred 
during  the  pricing  period. 

The  researchers  visited  living 
communities  within  the  allowance  areas 
to  look  at  housing  accommodations 
personally  and  to  talk  with  local  real 
estate  professionals.  They  also  visited 
numerous  retail  outlets  to  verify  item 
quality,  selection  and  price  levels  in 
general. 

In  addition,  these  researches  met  w  ith 
Runzheimer's  research  associate(s}  to 
answer  any  data-collectioh  questions 
and  to  provide  any  additional  training 
and  instruction  as  necessary. 

2.4  Editing  arid  Quality  Control 
Procedures 

Runzheimer’s  experience  in 
measuring  living-cost  differences 
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enabled  us  to  establish  editing  and 
quality-control  procedures  at  all  stages 
of  collecting  and  analyzing  data.  All 
data  provided  by  research  associates 
were  manually  reviewed  by  analysts 
prior  to  being  entered  into  Runzheimer’s 
computer  system.  Data  elements  were 
subsequently  checked  through  software 
programs. 

Federal  regulations  in  section 
591.205(b)(l)(i),  title  5,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  state  that,  "Whenever 
possible,  exact  brands  and  models  are 
priced  in  each  location.”  Every  effort 
was  made  to  satisfy  this  objective.  (See 
section  3.3  for  a  discussion  of  brand  and 
model  selection.)  Nevertheless,  in  a 
number  of  the  allowance  areas,  the  exact 
brands  and  models  were  either  not 
readily  available  or  not  available  at  all. 

In  these  instances,  editing  decisions  and 
substitutions  were  needed.  i 

Runzheimer  defines  "editing”  as  the 
removal  and/or  replacement  of  a  price 
quote  based  on  consistent  and  logical 
criteria.  In  all  areas,  Runzheimer  was 
concerned  that  items  of  lesser  or  greater 
quality  than  the  item  specified  might 
inadvertently  be  included  in  the 
analysis  and  bias  the  results.  Therefore, 
any  price  quote  that  varied  significantly 
from  other  price  quotes  for  the  item  was 
flagged,  verified,  and  if  necessary, 
eliminated  from  the  analysis. 

Removing  an  item  from  a  location 
analysis  causes  redistribution  of  its 
wei^t  to  other  items  in  its  subcategory 
(or  category  when  no  subcategory  , 
exists).  Consequently,  whenever 
possible,  Runzheimer  avoided  removing 
an  unpriced  item  from  a  location 
analysis.  When  the  review  process 
revealed  a  missing  price  for  an  item, 
Runzheimer  resur\'eyed  to  obtain  a  price 
wherever  possible. 

2.5  Pricing  Surveys  in  Hawaii  County, 
Puerto  Pico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands 

Three  allowances  areas  have  multiple 
survey  areas  within  each  allowance 
areas.  The  three  allowance  areas  are 
Hawaii  County,  Hawaii;  Puerto  Rico; 
and  the  U.S.  Virgin  Islands.  For  each  of 
these  areas,  OPM  provided  Runzheimer 
GS  employment  distribution  data  based 


on  the  moving-average  approach 
described  in  section  2.1.1. 

In  the  Hawaii  County  allowance  area, 
two  areas  are  surveyed;  Hilo  and  Kailua 
Kona.  The  OPM  data  indicated  that 
approximately  82%  of  the  GS 
employees  worked  in  the  Hilo  area,  and 
the  remaining  18%  worked  in  the 
Kailua  Kona  area.  To  combine  prices 
from  both  cities,  Runzheimer  used 
approximately  an  82%  Hilo  and  18% 
Kailua  Kona  w'eighting.  (See  Appendix 
13.) 

Similarly,  in  the  Puerto  Rico 
allowance  area,  two  areas  are  surveyed: 
Mayaguez  and  San  Juan.  The  OPM  data 
indicated  that  approximately  84%  of  the 
GS  workforce  in  Puerto  Rico  work  at 
facilities  within  or  near  the  San  Juan- 
Caguas-Areciro  Consolidated 
Metropolitan  Statistical  Area.  The 
remaining  16%  is  distributed 
throughout  Puerto  Rico  without  any 
particular  concentration.  However,  more 
of  these  remaining  employees  generally 
appeared  to  live  closer  to  Mayaguez 
than  any  other  large  Puerto  Rican  city. 
Therefore,  with  OPM’s  approval, 
Mayaguez  was  chosen  for  the  survey.  To 
combine  the  prices  from  both  cities, 
Runzheimer  used  approximately  an 
84%  San  Juan  and  16%  Mayaguez 
weighting. 

As  noted  earlier,  this  year  OPM  asked 
Runzheimer  to  combine  survey  data 
from  St.  Croix  and  St.  Thomas,  Virgin 
islands.  The  same  approach  used  in 
Hawaii  County  and  Puerto  Rico  was 
applied  to  the  Virgin  Islands  data. 

OPM’s  data  indicated  that 
approximately  46%  of  the  GS 
employees  worked  on  St.  Croix,  and  that 
the  remaining  54%  worked  on  St. 
Thomas  and  St.  John.  Therefore,  to 
combine  the  prices  from  these  areas, 
Runzheimer  used  approximately  a  46% 
St.  Croix  and  54%  St.  Thomas/St.  John 
weighting. 

2.6  Sun'eying  the  Washington,  DC, 
Area 

OPM  defined  the  Washington,  DC., 
area  in  the  federal  regulations  as  the 
Washington  DC-MD-VA  Metropolitan 
Statistical  Area.  Because  federal 


employees  who  work  in  this  area  reside 
in  Virginia,  in  Maryland,  and  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  Runzheimer 
selected  retail  outlets  and  living 
communities  from  all  three. 

Runzheimer’s  model  gave  equal  weight 
to  the  average  prices  in  each  geographic 
area. 

Because  of  the  size  and  diversity  of 
the  Washington,  D.C.,  area,  Runzheimer 
conducted  substantially  more  pricing 
surveys  there  than  in  other  areas.  For 
the  Goods  &  Services  component, 
Runzheimer  generally  surveyed  to 
obtain  six  times  as  many  price  quotes  in 
the  Washington,  D.C.,  area  as  in  the 
typical  allowance  area.  For  the  Housing, 
Transportation  and  Miscellaneous 
Expense  components,  data  collection 
was  generally  triple  that  of  the  typical 
allowance  area. 

3.  Consumption  Goods  &  Sendees 
3.1  Component  Oven'iew 

Based  on  the  CES  data,  the  Goods  & 
Services  component  consisted  of  ten 
categories  of  family  expense: 

Food  at  Home 

Food  Away  from  Home 

Tobacco 

Alcohol 

Furnishings  &  Household  Operations 
Clothing 

Domestic  Services 
Professional  Services 
Personal  Care 
Recreation 

To  aid  in  quality  control  and  analysis 
of  future  pricings,  Runzheimer  further 
subdivided  four  of  the  largest 
categories — food  at  home,  furnishings 
and  household  operations,  clothing,  and 
recreation — into  subcategories.  Specific 
examples  of  products  and  ser\’ices  from 
these  four  subdivided  categories  can  be 
found  below.  These  examples  only 
represent  a  minor  portion  of  the  total 
number  of  items  (products  and  services) 
Runzheimer  priced  within  each 
subdivided  category.  (See  Appendix  2 
for  a  complete  description  of  all 
marketbasket  items.) 


Examples  of  Subcategories  and  Items  Surveyed  in  the  Four  Major  Goods  &  Services  Categories 


Goods  and  services  category 


Subcategories  and  items  surveyed  (examples) 


Food  at  Home . 

Meats 

Cereals  &  Breads 

Pork  Chops 

Cookies 

Whole  Chicken 

Spaghetti 

Ground  Beet 

Cake  f 

Dairy 

Fruits  &  Vegetables 

Milk 

Apples 

Cheddar  Cheese 

Frozen  Peas 
Fresh  Oranges 

Furnishing  and  Household  Oper- 

Services 

Furniture 

ations. 

. 

Groceries. 

Coffee. 

Ketchup. 

Margarine. 


Misc.  Household  Eqpt. 
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EXAfylPLES  OF  SUBCATEGORIES  AND  ITEMS  SURVEYED  IN  THE  FOUR  MAX>R  GOODS  &  SERVICES  CATEGORIES— 

Appliance  Repair 

Continued 

Living  Room  Chair 

Supplies 

Major  Appliances 

Hammer. 

Toilet  Tissue 

Kitchen  Range 

Electric  Drill. 

Laundry  Soap 

Refngerator 

Lawn  Trimmer. 

Household  Textiles 

Housewares  & 

Bath  Towel 

Small  Appliance 

Clothing  . . .  Men’s  and  Boy’s 

Two-slice  Toaster 

Infant’s 

Boy’s  Jeans 

Disposable  Diapers 

Man’s  Jeans 

Footwear 

Women’s  and  Girl’s 

Man’s  Shoes 

Woman’s  Slacks 

Apparel  Products  and  Services 

Girl’s  Blouse 

Coin  Laundry 

Girl’s  Jeans 

Recreation . . . ;. .  Fees  and  Admissions 

TV.  Radio  and  Eqpt 

Entertainment. 

Bowling 

Video  Rental 

Board  game. 

Golf 

Pets 

Reading. 

Pet  Food 

Magazine. 

From  its  ten  categories  of  expense 
(which  include  the  four  subdivided 
categories  above),  Runzheimer  selected 
a  marketbasket  of  items  on  which  to 
base  its  goods  and  services  analysis.  A 
“marketbasket"  is  a  selected  group  of 
products  and  services  that  represent 
hundred  or  even  thousands  of  other 
items.  Pricing  every  item  available  to 
consumers  in  a  given  locale  would  be 
unnecessary  and  inefficient. 

Runzheimer  selected  typically 
purchased  items  and  wei^ted  these 
according  to  their  relative  importance  in 
terms  of  consumer  expenditure  patterns. 
Each  marketbasket  item  represented  a 
specific  group  of  related  expense  items. 
Using  CES  data,  we  determined  the 
relative  importance  (weight)  of  each 
item.  We  compared  the  average  price  of 
each  marketbasket  item  in  each 
allowance  area  with  the  average  price  in 
the  Washington.  D.C.  area.  The  price 
differences  (expressed  as  indexes)  were 
aggregated  bas^  on  the  item. 
subc.ategory'  and  category’  weighting, 


resulting  in  a  total  Goods  &  Services 
component  index  at  each  income  level. 

In  1991,  OPM  directed  Runzheimer  to 
include  catalog  pricing  (including 
applicable  shipping  costs)  to  reflect  this 
common  purchasing  option  in 
allow’ance  areas.  OPM  identified  items 
to  survey  based  on  comments  received 
on  the  1990  surv'ey.  Runzheimer 
identified  items  to  surv’ey  that  were 
either  unavailable  or  difficult  to  find  in 
each  allowance  area.  Together,  OPM 
and  Runzheimer  agreed  to  survey  five 
marketbasket  items  by  catalog:  For  the 
1992-1993  survey.  OPM  asked 
Runzheimer  to  survey  additional  items 
by  catalog;  for  example,  furniture.  For 
this  year’s  survey.  Runzheimer  has 
added  additional  catalog  items.  For  the 
1992-1993  surv'ey,  Runzheimer  found 
that  the  cost  to  ship  certain  catalog 
items  to  Guam  varied  between  catalog 
outlets.  With  OPM’s  approval 
Runzheimer  continued  to  price  a  private 
freight  company  that  specializes  in 
.shipments  to  Guam  for  shipping  costs. 


In  each  survey  area,  Runzheimer 
generally  requested  three  price  quotes 
for  each  item  (and  sometimes  more  than 
three)  from  the  local  economy — one 
from  each  of  three  different  outlets.  It 
should  be  remembered  that  Hawaii 
County,  Hawaii;  Puerto  Rico;  and  the 
Virgin  Islands  each  have  tw'o  separate 
survey  areas.  Therefore,  Runzheimer 
generally  doubled  the  number  of  price 
quotes  obtained  in  these  allowance 
areas. 

3.2  Marketbasket  Research 

3.2.1  Expenditure  Research — Category 
Weightings 

Ruzheimer  tabulated  the  expense  data 
from  the  1988  Consumer  Expenditure 
Survey  according  to  the  ten  categories  of 
goods  and  services.  As  in  the 
component  analysis,  Runzheimer  used 
the  expense  data  from  the  seven  most 
appropriate  income  ranges  as  input  into 
a  linear  regression  analysis.  From  that 
analysis,  Runzheimer  calculated  the 
category  weightings  for  each  income 
level  as  listed  below’s: 


Category  Weightings  Expressed  as  a  Percentage 


Food  at  Home . 

Food  Away  from  Home 

Tobacco  . . 

Alcohol  . . 

Furnishings  &  Hsid.  Op 

Clothing  . . 

Domestic  Service . . 

Professional  Services  . 

Personal  Care . 

Recreation . . 


Category 


Lower 

Middle 

Upper 

25.52 

22.38 

19.35 

16.95 

16.09 

16.23 

3.13 

2.54 

1.96 

2.92 

2.79 

2.67 

14.35 

15  95 

17.49 

14.24 

14.93 

15.59 

1.78 

1.79 

1.81 

5.77 

5.84 

5.91 

3.57 

3.47 

3.38 

12.77 

14.22 

15.61 

Totals 


100.00 


100.00 


100.00 
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3.2.2  Expenditure  Research — 
Subcategory  and  Item  Weightings 

Runzheimer  also  drew  upon  the 
expense  data  from  the  1988  CES  to 
determine  proper  subcategory  and  item 
weightings  and  to  identify  marketbaskel 
items.  Logical  groupings  of  family 
expenditures  provided  the  basis  for 
subcategory  and  item  weights.  Unlike 
category  weightings,  which  vary  by 
income  level,  subcategory  and  item 
weightings  are  computed  from  national 
aggregate  expenditures  only  (i.e.,  all 
three  income  levels  used  the  same  set  of 
subcategory  and  item  weightings)  as  this 
approach  is  most  common  in  similar 
public  and  private  sector  cost-of-living 
analyses. 

Runzheimer’s  expenditure  research 
process  included  procedures  to  ensure 
that  no  marketbasket  item  had  an 
overwhelmingly  large  or  insignificantly 
small  item  weighting. 

3.3  Marketbasket  Item  Specifications 

From  each  logical  expense  grouping, 
Runzheimer  selected  one  or  more 
marketbasket  items  to  represent  all 
items  in  the  grouping.  When  selecting 
specific  items  for  the  marketbasket, 
Runzheimer  worked  to  satisfy  these 
three  criteria: 

•  Items  should  be  readily  available  in 
all  locations  if  possible  or  should  be 
items  of  local  significance. 

•  Item  price  levels  should  logically 
represent  the  price  levels  of  unselected 
items  in  the  “logical  grouping.” 

•  Items  should  have  the  same  or 
nearly  the  same  application  in  all 
locations. 

Appendix  2  lists  Runzheimer’s 
marketbasket  items.  Once  an  item  was 
selected,  Runzheimer’s  research 
analysts  identified  the  specific  brand 
and/or  model/size  of  each  item  available 
in  all  (or  most)  locations.  For  some 
items,  this  involved  contacting 
manufacturers,  trade  associations,  retail 
establishments,  etc.  For  other  items, 
isolating  specifications  was  quite 
straight  forward  because  of  their  nature 
(e.g.,  bread,  nonprescription  pain 
reliever).  Appendix  3  identifies  changes 
in  the  current  items  selected  for  pricing 
in  the  Goods  &  Services,  Miscellaneous 
Expense,  and  Housing  Related 
categories,  along  with  explanation  for 
the  changes. 

3.3.1  Exchange  and  Commissary 
Expenditure  Research 

Runzheimer  used  the  same 
marketbasket  items  to  price 
commissaries  and  exchanges  as  were 
used  for  the  local  pricings.  We  obtained 
one  price  quote  for  each  marketbaskel 
item  surveyed  in  these  facilities. 


Runzheimer  did  not  assume  that 
people  with  access  to  military  facilities 
made  all  purchases  in  these  facilities. 
Instead,  we  used  OPM’s  1980  Living 
Pattern  Survey  of  federal  employees  to 
determine  the  percentage  of  pur^ases 
that  families  typically  make  in  military 
facilities  versus  local  outlets.  For 
example,  as  the  following  table  shows, 
in  Honolulu,  52.7%  of  Food  at  Home  is 
purchased  at  a  PX  or  commissary.  These 
percentages  were  used  to  aggregate  the 
local  and  commissary/exchange  prices 
into  one  set  of  appropriate  blended 
prices.  (The  blended  prices  were 
compared  to  the  local  prices  in  the 
Washington,  DC,  areas  just  as  each 
allow'ance  area’s  local  prices  were.) 


Percentages  of  Purchases  Made 
AT  PX/COMMISSARIES 


Category 


Allowance  Areas 


Guam 

Hono*ufu  j 

San  Juan 

Food  at 
Home 

70.0 

52.7 

29.1 

Food 

Away  . 

0.0 

0.0 

0  0 

T  obacco 

64.0 

84  0 

65.0 

Alcohol  . 

76.0 

73  0 

640 

Furn.  & 
Hsid. 

Op . 

64.5 

44.2 

32.7 

Clothing 

43.7 

34  0 

10.7 

Domes¬ 

tic 

Serv- 

ice  . 

0.0 

0  0 

0.0 

Profes¬ 

sional 

j 

Serv- 

\ 

Ices  ... 

0.0 

0  0 

o 

d 

Personal 

I 

Care  .. 

49.3 

33  3 

I  7.3 

Recre- 

i. 

ation  .. 

49.7 

32  7 

I 

3.4  Goods  &■  Sen  ices  Data  CoUection 
Procedures 

3.4.1  Data  Collection  Materials 


The  living-cost  surveys  conform  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  and  are  approved  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB). 

Runzheimer  collected  data  with  OMB- 
approved  data  collection  materials  (see 
Appendix  5).  All  Runzheimer- 
developed  worksheets  conformed  to  the 
OMB-approved  materials. 

3.4.2  Outlet  Selection 

Proper  outlet  selection  is  crucial  to 
measuring  living-cost  differences 
accurately  because  misjudgment  can 
seriously  affect  surv  ey  results. 
Runzheimer  paid  particular  attention  to 
choosing  appropriate  outlets,  focusing 


on  three  key  guidelines  to  ensure  proper 
outlet  selection. 

First,  for  areas  that  had  numerous 
outlets  from  which  to  choose, 
Runzheimer  identified  targets  in  several 
different  geographic  areas.  For  example, 
in  the  Washington,  D.C.,  area, 
Runzheimer  selected  outlets  in  and 
around  six  different  geographic  areas: 
that  is,  two  areas  in  Virginia,  two  in 
Maryland  and  two  in  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Runzheimer’s  second  guideline  was 
that  for  any  one  marketbasket  item,  all 
outlets  be  similar  in  type.  For  example, 
wherever  possible,  Runzheimer 
surveyed  the  prices  of  blue  jeans  at 
department  stores,  hammers  at 
hardware  stores,  and  refrigerators  at 
appliance  stores.  Gathering  prices  for 
the  same  item  from  hardware  stores  in 
one  area  and  discount  stores  in  another 
could  have  distorted  price  comparisons. 

The  last  guideline  involved  tne 
diversity  of  outlets  in  Runzheimer’s 
sample.  We  believe  that  pricing 
different  items  in  different  types  of 
outlets  more  accurately  portrays  living- 
cost  differences.  For  example,  for 
efficiency,  Runzheimer  could  have 
priced  all  clothing  items  in  department 
stores.  However,  to  incorporate  price 
levels  at  other  types  of  outlets  that  sell 
clothing  items,  whenever  possible, 
Runzheimer  surveyed  some  items  in 
men’s  and  women’s  clothing  stores, 
some  items  in  department  stores,  other 
items  in  shoe  stores  and  still  other  items 
in  discount  department  stores. 

Runzheimer’s  research  analysts 
selected  outlets  on  the  basis  of: 

•  Personal  experience  of  Runzheimer 
on-site  research  associates  and 
travelling  researchers; 

•  Informal  telephone  interviews  with 
knowledgeable  residents  in  each  ares: 

•  Yellow  pages  sections  of  area 
telephone  books; 

•  Area  chambers  of  commerce  and 
information  bureaus;  and 

•  Experience  gained  from  other 
surveys  conducted  by  Runzheimer. 

Runzheimer  obtains  outlets  from 
various  sources  because  no  one  source 
lists  all  outlets  available.  For  example, 
in  the  allowance  areas  especially,  many 
outlets  choose  not  to  advertise  in  the 
yellow  pages. 

With  new  businesses  constantly 
appearing  (and  old  ones  disappearing), 
outlet  selection  will  be  an  ongoing 
process.  Also,  one  can  expect  a  portion 
of  outlets  to  refuse  to  participate  every 
year.  Therefore,  updating  Runzheimer 's 
outlet  sample  is  a  necessary  and 
important  part  of  each  pricing  surv  ey 

An  example  of  refining  outlet 
selection  for  this  year’s  survey  is  the 
attention  paid  to  defining  the 
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distinguishing  differences  between 
restaurants  categorized  as  appropriate 
for  family  dining  and  those  appropriate 
for  fine  dining.  OPM  developed  a  matrix 
which  defined  such  characteristics  as 
menu  selections,  atmosphere,  table 
setting,  seating,  reservations,  and  AAA 
ratings.  This  allowed  Runzheimer 
researchers  to  compare  apples  to  apples 
between  the  allowance  areas  and  the 
Washington.  D.C.,  area.  Also,  OPM 
established  guidelines  directing 
Runzheimer  to  survey  100%  family 
restaurants  for  breakfast,  roughly  75% 
for  lunch,  and  roughly  66%  for  dinner. 

3.4.3  Special  Considerations  in  Guam 
and  Kauai 

The  effects  of  Typhoon  Omar  and 
Hurricane  Iniki  in  1992  on  the 
economies  of  Guam  and  Kauai, 
respectively,  has  been  minimal  over  the 
long  term.  At  the  time,  Runzheimer 
officials  worked  with  local  research 
associates  to  determine  the  impact  of 
the  storm  on  local  prices. 

This  is  not  to  say  that  the  storms  had 
no  effect  on  the  local  economies. 

Indeed,  prices  in  these  two  areas  for  the 
1993-1994  sunrey  have  been  re¬ 
examined  carefully. 

Of  equal  concern  this  year  was  the 
earthquake  that  rocked  Guam  during 
August,  causing  considerable  damage 
and  seriously  disrupting  the  flow  of 
fresh  produce  into  the  island.  For  a 
period  of  about  two  weeks,  all  such 
9  produce  had  to  be  flown  in  at 

considerably  higher  cost.  Fortunately, 
when  normal  shipping  channels 
reopened,  “normal”  pricing  w'as  quickly 
restored,  causing  negligible  affect  on  the 
Goods  &  Services  pricing.  Also,  a  senior 
Runzheimer  researcher  from  the 
headquarters  office  traveled  to  Guam 
immediately  following  the  earthquake  to 
determine  the  full  extent  of  the  impact 
on  goods  and  services  pricing. 


3.5  Inclusion  of  Sales  and  Excise 
Taxes 

For  all  items  subject  to  sales  tax.  the 
appropriate  amount  of  tax  was  added 
prior  to  analysis.  Runzheimer  also 
included  all  applicable  Sales,  property 
and  excise  taxes  to  items  that  were  part 
of  other  living-cost  components.  For 
example,  automobile  purchase  costs  in  - 
Puerto  Rico  include  an  excise  tax  based 
upon  vehicle  type  and  dealer’s 
acquisition  cost.  Runzheimer  included 
this  tax  in  computing  the  total  purchase 
price  of  a  vehicle  in  Puerto  Rico.  (See 
sections  5.2.1  and  5.2.7.) 

Runzheimer  gathered  applicable 
information  on  taxes  by  contacting 
appropriate  sources  of  information  in 
the  allowance  areas,  such  as  the  Excise 
Tax  Officer  of  the  St.  Thomas  Bureau  of 
Internal  Revenue.  Runzheimer  also 
drew  upon  appropriate  tax  publications, 
such  as  the  State  of  Maryland’s  Sales 
and  Use  Tax  Laws  and  Regulations  and 
the  “General  Excise  Tax  Law”  (Chapter 
237)  of  the  Hawaii  Tax  Reports. 

3.6  Goods  B-  Senices  Survey  Results 

In  section  2.2  of  this  report, 
Runzheimer  presented  a  detailed 
explanation  of  the  economic  model  used 
to  analyze  the  price  data.  As  it  applies 
to  Goods  &  Services,  the  approach 
involved  comparing  the  average  prices 
of  marketbasket  items  in  each  allowance 
area  with  those  in  the  Washington,  D.C., 
area.  The  resulting  price  ratios  were 
aggregated  into  subcategory  and  then 
category  indexes  using  the  expenditure 
weightings  derived  from  the  1988  CES. 

In  the  area  of  professional  services 
(accounting  and  legal  fees).  Runzheimer 
and  OPM  noted  the  existence  of  a 
relatively  few  extreme  values  that  were 
either  exceptionally  low  or  high  cost.  In 
situations  such  as  this,  statisticians 
frequently  use  the  median  or  trim  the 
data  in  some  manner  to  enhance 
reliability.  Consequently.  Runzheimer 
recommended  that  the  observations  be 
ranked  from  low  to  high  and  that  the  top 


and  bottom  20%  of  the  observations  be 
“trimmed”  (i.e.,  eliminated)  from  the 
data  before  averages  or  trends  were 
calculated.  (Data  were  not  trimmed  if 
there  were  four  or  fewer  observ'ations.) 
OPM  agreed.  These  procedures  reduce 
the  influence  of  anomalies  and  make 
survey  results  more  stable  from  one  year 
to  the  next. 

Appendix  4  contains  tables  showing 
the  ten  category  indexes,  the  three 
weighting  patterns,  and  the  three  total 
consumption  Goods  &  Services  inde.xes 
for  each  allowance  area.  The 
Washington,  D.C.,  area  does  not  require 
a  table  because  it  is,  by  definition,  “the 
reference  location”  where  all  category 
and  component  indexes  equal  100. 

4.  Housing 

4.1  Component  0\'erv'ieiv 

The  Housing  component  consists  of 
expenses  related  to  owning  or  renting  a 
dwelling.  These  include: 

•  mortgage  or  rent  payments. 

•  utilities, 

•  real  estate  taxes, 

•  homeowner’s  or  renter’s  insurance. 

•  home  maintenance,  and 

•  telephone. 

At  each  of  the  three  income  levels. 
Runzheimer  measured  annual  housing 
costs  under  the  two  main  housing 
categories:  ownership  and  rental. 

4.2  Housing  Model 

4.2.1  Expenditure  Research 

Section  2. 1.2.4  describes  how 
Runzheimer  analyzed  the  1988  CES  to 
identify  the  portion  of  expenses 
attributable  to  each  of  the  four 
components.  Runzheimer  also  used  this 
survey  to  determine  the  national  average 
ratio  of  families  w'ho  own,  as  opposed 
to  rent,  their  residences.  Using  the 
expense  data  from  the  seven  most 
appropriate  income  ranges  as  input  into 
a  linear  regression  analysis.  Runzheimer 
calculated  own  and  rent  weights: 


Own/Rent  Weightings 


Income  Levels 


Cateoorv 

Lower 

(percent) 

Middle 

(percent) 

Upper 

(percent) 

Homeowner'  . . . . 

Totals  . 

37.10 

62.90 

46.91 

53.09 

62.86 

37.14 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

’  With  mortgage. 


allowance  areas  with  the  largest  to  price  and  to  establish  the  relative 

concentrations  of  federal  employees.  importance  of  those  items. 

The  1988  CES  was  also  used  to 
identify  which  home-maintenance  items 


Runzlieimer  excluded  expenditure 
data  for  homeowning  families  without  a 
mortgage  because  they  were  not  typical 
of  homeowners  in  the  base  area  or  in  the 
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4.2.2  Development  of  Housing  Profiles 

To  compare  housing  costs  accurately 
in  all  locations,  Runzheimer  constructed 
a  model  to  measure  housing  costs  under 
six  different  circumstances;  that  is,  we 
identified  six  typical  housing  profiles 
and  matched  these  profiles  to  three 
income  levels,  as  shown  in  the  table 
below.  Runzheimer  and  0PM  agreed 
that  at  least  one  criterion  for  the  owner 
profile  should  be  the  square  footage  of 
the  home  and  at  least  one  criterion  for 
the  renter  profile  should  be  the  number 
of  bedrooms  in  the  rental  unit.  The 
profiles  for  homeowners  and  renters  are: 


Housing  Profiles 


Income 

level 

Renter  profile 

Owner  profile 

Lower .. 

3-1-1  600’  sq. 
ft.  apt.. 

4-2-1  900  sq.  ft. 
Condo  or  de¬ 
tached  house. 

Middle  . 

4-2-1  900  sq.  ft. 
apt.. 

5-3-1 .5  1,300 
sq.  ft.  de¬ 
tached 
house  2 

Upper .. 

4-2-2  or  5-3-2 
1,100  sq.  ft. 
townhouse  or 
detached 
house 

7-3-2  1,700  sq. 
ft.  detached 
house 

'  Defined  as  “Total  rooms — Bedrooms — 
Baths  and  representative  size.”  Total  rooms 
excludes  bathrooms,  hallways,  entrance 
areas,  and  closets  but  includes  bedrooms,  liv¬ 
ing  room,  family  room,  kitchen,  formal  dining 
room,  and  den/study.  The  representative  size 
is  roughly  the  midpoint  size  for  the  range  of 
housing  surveyed  at  the  income  level. 

2  Row  houses  may  be  used  in  Northeast 
Washington,  DC,  where  the  availability  of  sin¬ 
gle  family  detached  homes  is  limited. 


4.2.3  Living  Community  Selection 

Runzheimer  surveyed  the  same  living 
communities  and  data  sources  for  the 
summer  1993  survey  as  it  did  for  the 
1992-1993  study  with  the  following 
exceptions: 

•  broadened  the  housing  survey  for 
St.  Croix,  Virgin  Islands; 

•  gathered  comparable  home-sale 
data  from  additional  appraisers  in 
selected  points  in  Maryland; 

•  arranged  for  additional  data  sources 
for  comparable  home  sales  at  the  upper 
income  level  in  San  Juan: 

•  added  a  new  on-line  data  source  for 
comparable  home-sale  prices  for  all  the 
islands  of  Hawaii. 

To  gather  data,  our  researchers 
contacted  real  estate  brokers,  residential 
appraisers  and  other  knowledgeable  real 
estate  professionals  in  each  area  to 
obtain  information  on  the  predominant 
age(s),  size(s)  and  type(s)  of  housing  in 
various  communities  and  housing 
subdivisions.  When  available  and 
appropriate,  Runzheimer  identified  at 
least  six  communities  (two  at  each 
income  level)  in  each  allowance  area. 
However,  this  goal  was  not  achievable 
in  some  of  the  smaller  allowance  areas. 
For  the  Washington,  D.C.,  area, 
Runzheimer  selected  at  least  nine 
communities  (three  at  each  income 
level)  in  which  to  gather  renter  and 
homeowner  data. 

A  table  of  living  communities  used  for 
pricing  can  be  found  in  Appendix  6. 

4.2.4  Identification  and  Quantification 
of  Housing-Related  Expenses 

From  the  1988  CES,  Runzheimer 
identified  and  categorized  housing- 
related  expense  items  into  one  of  five 
groups: 

•  utilities. 

Utility  Multipliers 


•  real  estate  taxes, 

•  owners/renters  insurance. 

•  maintenance,  and 

•  telephone. 

4. 2.4.1  Utilities 

For  this  study,  Runzheimer  classified 
electric,  heat  (oil  or  gas),  water  and 
sewer  as  utilities.  Although  most  utility 
companies  had  ready  access  to  current 
charges  per  unit  of  consumption  and 
average  consumption  patterns  for  all 
households,  very  few  (if  any)  separated 
consumption  patterns  by  number  of 
family  members  in  a  household  or  by 
size/type  of  accommodation. 

Run^eimer  focused  on  average 
annual  consumption  experience  per 
household,  gathering  this  information 
from  utility  companies  serving  each 
allowance  area  and  the  Washington. 
D.C.,  area.  Combining  this  consumption 
data  with  current  utility  rates, 
Runzheimer  computed  average  annual 
utility  costs  for  each  of  electric,  gas  or 
oil  (whichever  Runzheimer  found  to  be 
more  widely  used,  if  used  at  all),  water 
and  sewer.  Runzheimer  then  assigned 
this  average  consumption  pattern  to  the 
homeowner  profile  at  the  middle 
income  level. 

Because  some  utility  costs  vary  by 
size  of  house  and  yard.  Runzheimer 
calculated  a  multiplier  consistent  with 
the  standard  home  sizes  to  arrive  at 
utility  rates  for  the  other  five  profiles. 
The  table  below  shows  the  standard 
sizes  and  utility  factors  for  each  profile. 
The  standard  sizes  roughly  equate  to  the 
reference  size  of  each  profile.  The 
formula  to  calculate  each  multiplier 
was: 

Multiplier  =  l+(.5  x  (Standard  square 
feet— 1300)/1300) 

The  resulting  utility  multipliers  are: 


Income  level 

Renter  profile 

Owner  profile 

Square  feet 

Multiplier 

Square  feet 

Multiplier 

Lower  . . 

.  600 

.73 

900 

85 

Middle  . 

900 

85 

1,300 

1.00 

Upper  . ; . 

1,100 

92 

1,700 

115 

4. 2. 4. 2  Real  Estate  Taxes 

For  this  study,  Runzheimer  contacted 
the  city  assessor  in  each  allowance  area 
to  obtain  real  estate  tax  information  on 
the  selected  living  communities.  (See 
Appendix  6  for  a  listing  of  the 
communities.)  Real  estate  tax  formulas 
were  obtained  for  most  living 
communities:  however.  Runzheimer’s 
researchers  found  that  in  San  Juan,  PR. 
the  formulas  do  not  always  translate 


into  the  actual  taxes  paid  by  typical 
property  owners 

Therefore,  in  San  Juan,  Runzheimer 
undertook  a  comparative  study  of 
current  actual  taxes  paid  by 
homeowners  and  their  current  home 
values.  Runzheimer  then  developed  an 
average  ratio  for  taxes  paid  to  current 
home  values.  This  ratio  was  applied  to 
the  average  home  value  in  that 
community  to  obtain  an  average  real 


estate  tax  amount  for  the  desired 
homeowner  profile 

4. 2. 4. 3  Owners/Renters  insurance 

As  it  did  for  previous  sur\'eys, 
Runzheimer  undertook  to  gather 
insurance-rate  infonnation  for  the 
allowance  areas  for  both  renter  and 
owner  profiles.  These  rates  represent 
coverage  for  structure  and  contents  for 
homeowners  but  contents  only  for 
renters. 
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Previous  research  conducted  by 
Runzheimer,  at  the  request  of  OPM, 
found  that  insurance  coverage  for 
disasters,  such  as  floods  and 
earthquakes,  is  not  commonly 
purchased  by  allow'ance  area  residents. 
Consequently,  Runzheimer,  with  the 
concurrence  of  OPM,  does  not  consider 
these  additional  riders.  (See  Report  to 
OPM  on  Living  Costs  in  Selected 
NonForeign  Areas  and  in  the 
Washington-D.C.,  Area,  June  1992  at  57 
FR  58556).  Runzheimer  notes,  however, 
that  OPM  is  reviewing  the  results  of  the 
Federal  Employee  Housing  and  Living 
Patterns  Sur\'ey  as  they  apply  to  this 
issue. 

4. 2. 4.4  Maintenance 

Many  factors  were  involved  in 
measuring  the  cost  of  maintaining  a 
home,  including  area  climate, 
architecture  and  building  materials,  and 
the  cost  of  maintenance  materials  and 
labor.  As  it  did  for  the  previous  survey, 
Runzheimer  priced  such  household 
maintenance  commodities  as  fire 
extinguisher,  bathroom  caulking  and 
kitchen  faucet.  Pest  control  service  was 
priced  in  each  allowance  area  surveyed. 

Runzheimer  developed  maintenance 
costs  based  on  the  cost  of  maintenance 
materials  and  labor  rates  in  each  area. 
Runzheimer’s  approach  to  maintenance 
was  the  same  as  die  approach  to  goods 
and  services,  as  explained  below. 

Runzheimer  used  expenditure  data 
from  the  1988  CES  to  identify  the 
national  average  home-maintenance 
expense,  the  maintenance  items  to 
survey,  and  the  appropriate  item 
weighting.  Because  most,  if  not  all, 
maintenance  items  were  included  in 
rent,  maintenance  costs  were  not  added 
in  the  three  renter  profiles. 

To  compute  home-maintenance  cost 
differences  between  each  allowance  area 
and  the  Washington,  DC,  area  for  the 
homeowner  profiles,  Runzheimer 
obtained  prices  for  selected  building 
materials  and  labor  rates  for 
maintenance  work.  For  each  area, 
Runzheimer  computed  the  relative  cost 
(i.e.,  an  index)  for  each  maintenance 
item  compared  to  the  cost  of  that  item 
in  the  DC  area.  As  with  Goods  & 
Services,  the  results  of  the  nationwide 
CES  were  used  to  weight  these 
maintenance  indexes  into  an  overall 
index  for  each  area. 

To  combine  maintenance  indexes 
with  the  other  homeowner  costs,  which 
were  expressed  in  dollar  amounts, 
Runzheimer  converted  the  indexes  to 
dollars.  To  do  this,  Runzheimer 
multiplied  the  maintenance  cost  index 
for  each  area  by  the  CES  nationwide 
average  maintenance  cost  and  assigned 


that  cost  to  the  middle-income 
homeowner  profile. 

Logically,  maintenance  costs  for  larger 
homes  would  be  greater  than  costs  for 
middle-sized  homes,  while  costs  for 
smaller  homes  would  be  less.  Therefore, 
in  this  study,  Runzheimer  applied  the 
same  homeowner  multipliers  used  in 
the  utilities  model  for  the  lower  and 
upper  income  profiles  (.85  and  1.15 
respectively)  to  recognize  differences  in 
maintenance  costs  due  to  house  size. 

4. 2. 4. 5  Telephone 

Telephone  expenses  consisted  of  local 
service  charges,  possible  additional 
charges  for  local  calls,  and  charges  for 
long  distance  calls.  To  measure 
estimated  expenses  for  local  ser\’ice  and 
local  calls,  where  available,  Runzheimer 
surveyed  the  cost  of  touch-tone  serv’ice 
with  unlimited  calling. 

To  estimate  long  distance  charges  in 
all  areas,  Runzheimer  sur\’eyed  the  cost 
of  three  ten-minute  direct  dial  calls  per 
month  to  large  U.S.  mainland  cities  (i.e., 
Los  Angeles,  Chicago,  and  New  York 
City).  Runzheimer  measured  the  price  of 
a  call  placed  in  the  survey  area  at  the 
time  of  day  necessary  to  be  received  in 
the  respective  city  at  8:00  p.m.  local 
time.  In  many  areas,  this  resulted  in 
pricing  a  combination  of  daytime  and 
evening-rate  calls. 

4.3  Housing  Data  Collection 
Procedures 

As  was  done  in  previous  years, 
Runzheimer  collected  housing 
information  from  a  variety  of  sources. 
Also  as  in  previous  years,  Runzheimer 
research  personnel  traveled  to  profiled 
communities  in  the  allowance  areas  to 
observe  first  hand  the  comparability  of 
homes  in  one  area  versus  another  and 
the  appropriateness  of  individual 
housing  units  for  the  profiled  income 
level. 

Last  year,  OPM  modified  the  contract 
to  require  several  additional  steps  to 
increase  the  quantity  and  quality  of 
housing  data  collected.  These  extra 
steps  were  incorporated^gain  this  year 
and  included  purchasing  data  from 
additional  real  estate  listing  services, 
making  greater  use  of  assessor’s  records 
when  other  data  were  not  available,  and 
contacting  more  real  estate  professionals 
to  obtain  additional  home  sales,  rental 
data,  and  market  trend  information. 

4.3.1  Homeowner  Data  Collection 

In  the  homeowner  data-gathering 
phase,  Runzheimer  obtained  sale  prices 
of  homes  (called  "comparable  sales”)  in 
the  area  that  matched  the  housing 
profiles.  In  the  communities  that  were 
identified  (see  section  4.2.3), 
Runzheimer  tried  to  obtain  all  the 


comparable  sales  during  the  6-month 
period  prior  to  the  date  of  the  survey. 

For  the  surveys  covered  in  this  report, 
the  home  sales  pricing  period  was 
January  1993  through  July  1993. 

As  was  done  last  year,  Runzheimer 
contacted  knowledgeable  and  helpful 
real  estate  professionals  in  each  location 
and/or  used  real  estate  sales  data  and 
listing  services.  The  amount  of  data 
obtained  depended  on  the  number  of 
home  sales  in  the  community  and  the 
availability  of  square  footage  and  other 
information.  This  in  txim' depended  on 
the  size  of  the  community,  the  economic 
conditions,  the  quality  and  quantity  of 
the  realty  data  available,  and  the 
willingness  and  ability  of  local  realty 
professionals  and  assessor  offices  to 
provide  data.  If  the  comparable  sales 
data  obtained  from  the  first  data  sources 
were  insufficient,  Runzheimer  contacted 
additional  data  sources  in  the  area  to 
attempt  to  secure  more  sales  data,  if 
practical. 

4.3.2  Renter  Data  Collection 

In  some  cases,  the  same  Realtors  and 
brokers  who  assisted  in  our  profiling 
phase  were  very  active  in  the  rental 
markets  as  well.  When  this  occurred, 
Runzheimer  obtained  current  rental 
rates  and  fees  for  our  profiled 
apartments,  townhouses.  and  houses 
from  these  sources. 

Runzheimer  also  contacted  rental 
management  firms  that  operate 
apartment  complexes  matching  the 
profile  specifications.  In  large 
metropolitan  areas,  such  as  the 
Washington,  D.C.,  area  where  rental 
complexes  abound,  our  housing  analysts 
conducted  telephone  surveys  to  obtain 
current  rental  information. 

OPM  modified  the  contract  last  year 
to  expand  the  level  of  effort  that 
Runzheimer  expended  in  the  collection 
of  housing  data.  The  result  both  last 
year  and  this  year  was  a  marked 
increase  in  the  quantity  of  housing  data 
collected  for  both  rentals  and  sales. 

Rental  data  were  obtained  from  a 
variety  of  sources,  e.g.,  brokers,  property 
managers,  newspaper  advertisements, 
and  others.  Analyses  of  these  data 
indicated  that  there  are  two  separate 
rental  markets — a  broker  market  and  a 
non-broker  market.  Rental  rates  and 
estimates  provided  by  brokers  generally 
exceed  those  obtained  from  other 
sources. 

In  each  area,  the  quantity  of  data 
obtained  from  either  source-type  varies 
significantly.  Therefore,  analyzing  all  of 
the  rental  data  (both  broker  and  non¬ 
broker)  together  for  an  area  and  income 
level  is  undesirable.  Because  OPM  has 
no  information  on  how  federal 
employees  who  rent  generally  secure 
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their  lodgings,  Runzheimer  applied 
equal  weights  to  the  broker  and  non¬ 
broker  data  to  compute  the  overall 
average  rental  rate  for  the  area  and 
income  level.  (See  Appendix  9B.) 

4.4  Hou sing  Analysis 

4.4.1  Homeowner  Data  Analysis 

One  of  the  most  important  factors 
relating  to  the  price  of  a  home  is  the 
number  of  square  feet  of  living  space. 

For  each  income  profile  in  each 
allowance  area  and  the  Washington, 

D.C..  area,  Runzheimer  computed  that 
average  price  per  square  foot  for  the 
comparables.  Except  as  noted  below, 
Runzheimer  used  this  value  times  the 
reference  square  footage  for  the  profile 
to  determine  the  average  home  value  for 
the  profile. 

Runzheimer  experienced  difficulties 
in  obtaining  housing  data  in  some  areas. 
For  example,  despite  several  efforts  to 
obtain  more  detailed  information  from 
various  sources,  Runzheimer  was  able  to 
obtain  very  few  comparable  sales  with 
square  footage  information  for  home 
sales  in  Mayaguez.  Also,  as  noted  earlier 
in  this  report,  OPM  elected  to  combine 
the  St.  Croix  and  St  Thomas  data  to 
address  concerns  about  the  number  of 
home-sale  observations  obtained  in  the 
Virgin  Islands. 

4. 4. 1.1  Data  Trimming 

Based  on  experience  from  the 

previous  home-pricing  surveys,  last  year 
OPM  modified  the  living-cost  model  as 
it  applied  to  the  analysis  of  housing 
data.  The  modifications  allowed  the  use 
of  housing  costs  trend  data  as  well  as 
current  housing  costs  in  the  analysis  of 
owner  and  renter  living  costs.  These 
analyses  are  consistent  with  section 
591.205(b)(3)  of  title  5,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  and  result  in  improved 
housing  data  results. 

One  of  the  modifications  involves 
“trimming"  the  observations. 
Runzheimer  and  OPM  noted  that  a 
relatively  few  extreme  values  (values 
that  were  either  exceptionally  low  or 
high  cost)  could  have  a  significant 
influence  on  the  average  housing  costs 
observed  at  an  income  level  within  an 
area.  Including  these  extreme  values 
had  the  potential  to  cause  results  to  vary 
erratically  frt>m  one  year  to  the  next. 

In  situations  such  as  this,  statisticians 
frequently  use  the  median  or  trim  the 
data  in  some  manner  to  reduce  its 
volatility.  The  use  of  the  median  home 
value  was  not  desirable  because  some 
areas  had  relatively  sparse  data  at  one 
or  more  income  levels.  This  could  make 
the  median  unstable  firom  one  year  to 
the  next. 

Last  year  Runzheimer  recommended, 
and  OPM  agreed,  that  the  observations 


be  ranked  from  low  to  high  on  the  basis 
of  the  cost  per  square  foot  and  that  the 
top  and  bottom  20%  of  the  observations 
be  “trimmed"  (i.e.,  eliminated)  from  the 
data  before  averages  or  trends  were 
calculated.  (Data  were  not  trimmed  if 
there  were  four  or  fewer  observations.) 
These  procedures  reduce  the  influence 
of  home  sales  anomalies  and  make 
survey  results  more  stable  from  one  year 
to  the  next. 

4. 4. 1.2  Special  Considerations 

The  new  procedures  also  involved 
analyzing  data  in  a  more  thorough  and 
integrated  manner.  The  procedures 
required  analyzing  the  current  housing 
survey  data,  analyzing  the  trends 
observed  when  these  data  were 
compared  with  the  previous  survey’s 
data,  and  comparing  these  trends  with 
the  views  obtained  from  real  estate 
professionals  in  the  area.  How  and 
which  data  were  used  depended  on  the 
quality  and  quantity  of  data  collected 
and  how  the  trends  observ’ed  agreed 
among  income  levels  and  with  the 
views  of  local  real  estate  professionals. 
These  procedures  are  discussed  below. 

Runzheimer  sought  to  gather  all  of  the 
appropriate  comparable  sales  data 
available  in  each  area.  As  a  minimum, 
Runzheimer  sought  to  obtain  10  Realtor 
sales  per  community  per  income  level 
or  20  per  income  level  per  area.  In  many 
areas,  the  sales  data  exceeded  the 
minimum. 

If  the  minimum  number  could  not  be 
obtained  or  if  highly  divergent  trend 
data  were  observed  among  income 
levels  in  the  area  or  as  compared  with 
the  views  of  local  real  estate 
professionals,  additional  analyses  were 
performed.  These  analyses  were: 

1.  If  the  current  data  were 
significantly  better  than  the  previous 
data  (e.g.,  greater  in  quantity  or  more 
consistent),  the  current  data  were  used 
to  the  extent  practical. 

2.  If  at  least  three  observations  at  each 
income  level  were  available,  and  the 
previous  data  w'ere  better  than  the 
current  data  or  the  previous  and  current 
data  were  of  equivalent  quality,  the 
change  (i.e.,  trend)  in  the  average  price 
was  used  to  update  the  previous  data. 
This  was  done  using  one  of  the 
following  procedures,  depending  on  the 
situation: 

a.  If  data  problems  occurred  at  one 
income  level  only,  the  average  rate  of 
change  at  the  other  two  income  levels 
was  used  to  adjust  the  previous  prices 
for  the  affected  income  level. 

b.  If  data  problems  occurred  in  two 
income  levels,  the  rate  of  change 
observed  at  the  non-problem  income 
level  was  used  to  adjust  the  previous 


prices  for  the  two  affected  income 
levels. 

c.  If  data  problems  occurred  at  all 
income  levels,  the  average  rate  of 
change  observed  at  all  three  income 
levels  was  used  to  adjust  the  previous 
prices  at  all  income  levels. 

3.  If  fewer  than  three  observations 
were  available  at  any  income  and/or  the 
data  quality  was  questionable  at  all 
levels,  all  three  levels  of  current  and 
previous  survey  data  were  merged. 

These  data  were  then  analyzed  by 
applying  the  procedures  described  in 
section  4.4. 1.1  above  to  each  set  of 
merged  data,  and  the  average  cost  per 
square  foot  was  computed  for  each  set 
of  data  and  compared  to  estimate  the 
overall  change  in  the  area.  This  overall 
change  was  applied  to  the  previous 
average  costs  by  income  level  to 
determine  the  current  costs  at  each 
income  level  for  the  area. 

The  areas  for  which  these  procedures 
were  applied  and  the  calculations  used 
are  found  in  Appendix  9A. 

4.4.2  Rental  Data  Analysis 

Runzheimer  assigned  each  rental 
quote  data  point  to  a  single  income 
level,  based  on  these  criteria: 

•  Assign  one  bedroom  apartments  to 
the  lower  income  level. 

•  Assign  two  bedroom  apartments  to 
the  middle  income  level. 

•  Assign  townhouses  and  detached 
houses  with  a  minimum  of  two 
bedrooms  to  the  upper  income  level. 

4.4.2. 1  Data  Trimming  and  Special 
Analyses 

In  the  analysis  of  rental  data, 
Runzheimer  applied  the  same 
procedures  used  to  trim  the  home  sales 
data  (see  section  4.4. 1.1)  except  that 
data  were  ranked  on  the  basis  of 
monthly  rental  rates,  not  cost  per  square 
foot.  Also,  as  with  home  sales  analyses, 
special  analyses  were  applied  to  rental 
data  when  the  data  where  sparse  or 
highly  divergent  trends  were  observed 
among  income  levels.  These  analyses 
were  the  same  as  those  applied  to  home 
sales  data  (see  section  4.4. 1.2)  except 
that  if  data  were  merged,  overall 
estimates  were  based  on  monthly  rental 
rates,  not  the  cost  per  square  foot.  (See 
Appendix  9B  for  these  analyses.) 

4.4.3  Analysis  of  Housing-Related 
Expenses 

Because  section  4.2.4  covers  the 
identification  and  quantification  of 
housing-related  expenses,  these  topics 
are  not  repeated  here. 

However,  it  should  be  noted  that 
Runzheimer  incorporated  home  sale 
prices  from  this  study  into  the 
calculations  of  real  estate  taxes  and 
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homeowner’s  insurance,  which  depend 
upon  the  value  of  the  home. 

4.5  Housing  Survey  Results 

In  the  above  sections,  Runzheimer 
describes  how  it  measured  the  costs  for 
maintenance,  insurance,  utilities,  real 
estate  taxes,  rents,  and  homeowner 
mortgages.  Appendix  7  shows  the  cost 
of  each  of  these  items,  for  renters  and 
homeowners  separately,  in  each 
allowance  area  and  in  the  Washington, 
D.C.,  area.  For  Hawaii  County,  Hawaii; 
Puerto  Rico;  and  the  Virgin  Islands, 
these  costs  are  shown  separately  for 
each  of  the  survey  areas  within  the 
allowance  area. 

Appendix  8  compares  the  total  cost  of 
these  items  in  each  allowance  area  with 
the  total  cost  of  the  same  items  in  the 
Washington,  D.C.,  area.  Again,  there  are 
separate  comparisons  for  renters  and 
homeowners. 

The  final  housing-cost  comparisons 
take  the  form  of  indexes  that  are  used  « 
in  Appendix  14  to  derive  the  total, 
overall  index  for  owners  and  renters. 
(Refer  to  section  2.2  for  a  discussion  of 
the  general  formulae  and  how  the 
component  indexes  are  combined.) 

5.  Transportation 
5  1  Component  Ch'crview 

The  Transportation  component 
consisted  of  expenses  related  to  private 
and  public  transportation.  The  private 
transportation  category  contained 
expenses  related  to  owning  and 
operating  a  vehicle  in  each  area.  The 
public  transportation  category  focused 
on  the  cost  of  air  fares  from  each 
location  to  a  common  point  within  the 
contiguous  48  states. 

As  in  previous  surveys,  Runzheimer 
used  national  average  expenditure  data 
to  combine  the  private  and  public 
transportation  relative  cost  differences 
between  each  allowance  area  and  the 
Washington.  D.C..  area  to  arrive  at  a 
total  Transportation  component  index. 

5.2  Private  Transportation 
Methodology 

Runzheimer  determined  that  an 
accurate  and  reasonable  approach  to 
measure  transportation  costs  was  to 
select  and  analyze  three  commonly 
driven  vehicles  (a  domestic  auto,  an 
import  auto  and  a  utility  vehicle)  in  all 
areas. 

New  vehicles  were  the  basis  for 
developing  the  transportation-cost 
calculations.  Although  Runzheimer 
could  have  develop^  costs  from  the 
premise  that  “identical”  used  vehicle 
would  be  purchased  from  auto  dealers 
in  each  location.  Runzheimer  believed 
that  costing  new  vehicles  reduced  the 


potential  for  inconsistencies  due  to 
value  judgments  concerning  used 
vehicles. 

5.2.1  Vehicle  Selection  and  Pricing 

As  mentioned  above,  Runzheimer 
selected  and  priced  a  domestic  auto,  an 
import  auto,  and  a  utility  vehicle  as  the 
basic  vehicle  types  to  cost  in  all 
locations.  We  based  our  selection  of 
these  vehicle  types  on  their  popularity 
in  the  United  States  as  demonstrated  by 
owner  registration  data. 

To  select  a  specific  make  and  model 
within  each  vehicle  type,  Runzheimer 
identified  the  top-selling  models  in  each 
car  class.  For  these  models, 

Runzheimer’s  research  associates 
collected  new  vehicle  prices. 

At  each  auto  dealership  in  the  sample, 
Runzheimer  recorded  the  suggested 
retail  prices  of  the  three  vehicles  plus 
any  additional  charges,  such  as 
shipping,  excise  tax,  dealer  prep,  and 
additional  dealer  markup.  Runzheimer 
used  the  suggested  retail  prices  (not 
negotiated  prices)  in  the  analysis. 
Runzheimer  also  included 
documentation  fees  as  part  of  the  new- 
vehicle  costs  in  Hawaii.  Contacted 
dealerships  explain  that  a 
documentation  fee  is  charged  on  a  new- 
car  purchase  to  cover  paperwork  costs. 
Runzheimer  did  not  include  a  fee  for  the 
Washington,  D.C..  area  and  other 
tropical  areas  because  dealers  in  those 
areas  do  not  typically  charge  a 
documentation  fee. 

The  three  vehicles  selected  for 
analysis  were: 

Domestic  Vehicle — ^Ford  Taurus  GL  4- 
door  sedan  3.0L  6cy) 

Utility  Vehicle — Chevrolet  SlO  Blazer 
4X4  2  door  4.3L  6  cyl 
Import  Vehicle — Honda  Civic  DX  4-door 
sedan  1.5L4  cyl 

Runzheimer  priced  1993  models  in 
this  survey.  All  vehicles  were  equipped 
with  standard  options,  such  as 
automatic  transmission,  AM/FM  stereo 
radio  and  air  conditioning. 

Car  dealers  in  the  Washington,  D.C., 
area  do  not  recommend  vehicle 
rustproofing.  However,  it  is  suggested  or 
recommended  in  allowance  areas. 
Therefore,  we  include  rustproofing  as  an 
add-on  in  all  allowance  areas,  but  not  in 
the  Washington,  D.C.,  area. 

5.2.2  Vehicle  Trade  Cycle 

Calculating  the  cost  to  own  and 
operate  a  vehicle  requires  that  two 
important  factors  be  determined:  miles 
driven  and  time  period  of  ownership.  In 
the  automobile  industry,  these  two 
factors  are  known  collectively  as  a 
'  vehicle’s  “trade  cycle.”  The  trade  cycle 
is  stated  as  a  length  of  time  either  in 


months  or  years,  and  the  total  number 
of  miles  driven  in  that  time  period  (e.g., 
four-year,  60,000-mile  trade  cycle).  This 
information  is  required  to  compute 
annual  costs  related  to  fuel,  oil,  tires, 
maintenance  and  depreciation. 

Conforming  with  previous  living-cost 
reports,  Runzheimer  used  a  four-year 
60,000-mile  trade  cycle  in  all  areas 
based  upon  the  following  information: 

•  The  Internal  Revenue  Service  has 
used  this  trade  cycle  for  many  years  to 
compute  the  allowable  cents-per-mile 
reimbursement  rate  for  persons  who 
drive  their  personal  vehicle  for  business 
purposes. 

•  The  four-year  time  period  coincides 
with. the  typical  length  of  a  vehicle  loan. 

•  U.S.  Department  of  Energy  statistics 
for  1988  show  that  the  U.S.  average  for 
number  of  vehicles  miles  driven  was: 
18,595  per  household  and  10,246  miles 
per  vehicle. 

Runzheimer  has  been  unable  to  find 
conclusive  statistics  on  average  annual 
miles  driven  per  vehicle  in  any 
allowance  area.  In  the  past,  Runzheimer 
contacted  car  dealers  to  obtain  their 
observations  on  average  odometer 
mileage  on  trade-in  vehicles. 

From  the  opinions  gathered,  we 
concluded  that,  in  most  cases,  the 
average  annual  miles  driven  in 
allowance  locations  appeared  to  be  less 
than  or  equal  to  15,000.  In  the 
Washington,  D.C.,  area,  the  opinions  of 
those  contacted  indicated  an  average 
annual  mileage  of  15,000  or  more. 
Therefore,  without  definitive  statistics 
to  prove  otherwise,  Runzheimer  set  a 
standard  used  in  all  reports  to  date  of 
15,000  miles  per  year,  which  results  in 
a  four-year,  60,000-mile  trade  cycle. 

5.2.3  Fuel  Performance  and  Type 

To  establish  average  fuel-performaD{;e 
ratings,  Runzheimer  selected  the  "city 
driving”  figures  published  by  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA).  Runzheimer  chose  the  "city” 
instead  of  “highway”  figures  because  all 
locations  contained  considerable  stop- 
and-go  driving  conditions.  All  vehicles 
included  in  this  study  used  regular 
unleaded  fuel.  Runzheimer  obtained 
self-service  cash  prices  at  branded 
stations  only,  and  substituted  full- 
service  when  self-service  was  not 
available  or  only  non-branded  stations 
were  available. 

As  in  its  second  report  to  OPM, 
Runzheimer  has  included  in  its  analysis 
a  number  of  fuel-performance  factors: 
specifically,  temperature,  road  surface, 
and  gradient.  Based  on  our  research  of 
these  three  factors,  Runzheimer  analysts 
developed  fuel-performance  adjustment 
percentages  in  each  allowance  area. 
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5.2.3. 1  Impact  of  Temperature  upon 
Fuel  Performance 

Runzheimer  consulted  two  published 
sources  to  develop  its  adjustment 
percentages  for  this  fuel-efficiency 
factor;  Passenger  Car  Fuel  Economy: 

EPA  and  Road  and  The  Weather 
Almanac  (Ruffher  &  Blair).  Miles-per- 
gallon  performance  varies  by  ambient 
temperature.  The  lower  the  temperature, 
the  fewer  miles-per-gallon  achieved  and 
vice  versa.  In  the  EPA  study,  the 
temperature  at  which  no  adjustments  to 
fuel  performance  occur  is  77°  F.  Below 
that  temperature,  miles-per-gallon 
achieved  drops;  above  77°,  miles-per- 
gallon  achieved  improves.  To  measure 
the  effect  temperature  has  on  miles-per- 
gallon  for  each  allowance  area, 
Runzheimer  research  average  monthly 
temperatures  as  reported  in  The 
Weather  Almanac. 

In  each  location  and  for  each  month, 
Runzheimer  assigned  l.he  appropriate 
shortfall  factor  from  the  EPA  study 
based  on  the  average  monthly 
temperature  for  each  given  location. 

After  assigning  factors  to  each  month, 
Runzheimer  averaged  the  twelve  factors 
for  each  location.  The  results  of  these 
calculations  are  shown  in  section 
5.2..3.4. 

'5. 2.3. 2  Impact  of  Road  Surface  upon 
Fuel  Performance 

For  its  analysis.  Runzheimer  assumed 
that  federally  controlled  roadways  are 
typically  composed  of  concrete  and/or 
high-load  asphalt  and  that  locally 
controlled  roadways  are  typically- 
composed  of  low-load  asphalt.  EPA's 
researt;h  indicates  that  cars  are  generally 
more  fuel-efficient  on  the  firmer,  high- 
load  surfaces  than  on  the  softer,  low- 
load  surfaces. 

Although  traffic  patterns  and  road 
usage  certainly  vary  among  areas. 
Runzheimer  could  find  no  relevajit 


studies  of  these  issues.  Therefore. 
Runzheimer  assumed  that  federally 
controlled  roadways  generally  support 
tw  ice  the  traffic  of  or  are  used  at  least 
twice  as  much  as  locally  controlled 
roadways. 

In  each  allowance  area,  Runzheimer 
researctied  the  total  mileage  falling  into 
either  the  federal  or  local  categories.  For 
example,  Hawaii  contains  1,456  miles  of 
federally  controlled  roads  and  2.606 
miles  of  locally  controlled  roads.  The 
usage  assumption  allowed  Runzheimer 
to  increase  federal  road  mileage  by  a 
factor  of  two. 

Runzheimer  applied  the  average  low- 
load  asphalt  factor  (which  reflects  dry, 
wet,  and  snowy  conditions)  to  the  Icc-al 
mileage  percentage  and  the  avernge 
com.rete  and/or  high-load  asphalt  factor 
to  the  federal  mileage  percentage  to 
create  a  w'eighted  average  factor  for  each 
area;  The  weighted  factor  for  the 
allow  ance  areas  surveyed  was  0.96.  Th.e 
IVashington,  D  C.,  area  was  assigned  a 
factor  of  1.00  on  the  premise  that  the 
vast  majority  of  traffic  in  that  area 
travels  on  dry,  high-load  surfaces.  (See 
section  5. 2. 3. 4  for  application  of  this 
factor  in  estimating  overall  MPG.) 

'5  .2. 3.3  Impact  of  Gradient  upon  Fuel 
Performance 

Runzheimer  consulted  EP.A's 
Passenger  Car  Fuel  Economy:  EPA  and 
Road  to  determine  the  effect  of  local 
topography  (i.e.  gradient)  upon  fuel 
efficiency.  EP.A  provides  mileage  factors 
based  upon  various  gradients  ranging 
from. less  than  0.5%  (essentially  flat)  to 
greater  than  6%  (steep). 

Runzheimer  reviewed  the  topographic 
features  of  each  area  and  found  a  wide 
range  of  road  conditions.  However, 
Runzheimer  was  unable  to  Find 
information  on  the  types  of  terrain 
drivers  typically  encounter  in  each  area 


or  the  number  of  miles  drivers  travel  in 
each  type  of  terrain. 

Lacking  such  information. 

Runzheimer  assumed  that  drivers  in  the 
allowance  areas  generally- travel  roads  ! 
having  approximately  the  sam.e  I 

gradients  that  are  found  on  average  in  I 
the  L'nited  States.  Applying  the  ! 

information  from  EPA's  resean:h,  \ 

Runzheimer  computed  a  fuel-  1 

performance  factor  of  0.981  for  this  t}  pe 
of  driving.  This  factor  was  assigned  to 
each  allowance  area.  Runzheimer 
assigned  a  factor  of  1.00  to  the 
Washington,  D.C.,  area  on  the  premise 
that  the  vast  majority  of  traffic  in  that 
area  travels  on  major  freeways  and 
highways  that  are  relatively  flat.  (See  i 
section  5. 2. 3. 4  for  application  of  this  - 
factor  in  estim-sting  overall  fuel 
efficiency.) 

5  2.3.4  Over-all  Lmpact  upon  Fuel 
Perform.jnce 

Runzheimer  applied  the  results  of  ih.e 
analyses  described  above  to  "localize" 
or  make  geographically  sensitive 
adjustments  to  the  EPA  average  ratings 
and  establish  reasonable  fuel- 
performance  ratings  for  each  allowance 
area. 

In  the  table  beiuw ,  liie  factor  l.OO 
means  that  no  adjustment  to  EP.\  fuel 
performance  is  appropriate.  A  factor  of 
less  than  1  00  means  that  the  estimated 
gasoline  mileage  in  llie  area  is  less  than 
the  EPA  average.  For  example,  the  total 
adjustment  factor  for  Guam  is  0.95.  This 
means  that  the  estimated  gasoline 
mileage  in  Guam  is  95%  of  the  EP.A 
estimated  average.  Note  that  the 
adjustment  factor  for  the  Washington, 
D.C.,  area  (0.94)  indicates  that  average 
gasoline  mileage  in  that  area  is  below 
the  EP.A  estimate  also. 


Summary  of  Fuel-Performance  Adjustments 


Location 

Tem- 

pe»^at-ure 

Road 

Surface 

Gradient 

Total 

0  98 

098 

0  95 

98 

.98 

.95 

98 

.98 

.97 

98 

.98 

.97 

■Is 

1  00 

f  00 

.94 

1 - 

NOTE:  These  adjustments  compound.-  That  is,  me  Total  adjustment  is  the  result  of  mult!pi>i.'ig  the  th'ee  individual  ‘actors  together  for  each  lo- 
catiorv'area.  • 


5.2.4  Vehicle  Maintenance 

With  OPM’s  concurrence. 
Runzheimer  selected  the  five  most, 
common  maintenance  service/repair 
jobs  performed  on  vehicles  as  the  basis' 
for  vehicle  maintenance  analv'.sis;  .  i 


•  tune-up. 

•  oil  change. 

•  automatic  transmission  fluid 
change. 

•  flush;  fill  coolant,  and 

•  muffler  installation. 


.AutoiJiobile  manufacturers' 
recommended  maintenance  schedules 
were  used  to  determine  the  frequency  of 
performing  each  of  these  maintenance 
jobs.  Maintenance  schedules  vary, 
depending  on  the  driving  conditions 
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typically  encountered.  Consistent  with 
the  assumptions  used  for  fuel  economy 
and  tire  mileage.  Runzheimer  assumed 
that  driving  conditions  in  the  allowance 
areas  were  generally  severe  and  used  the 
maintenance  schedules  that  reflected 
that  kind  of  driving.  For  the  D.C  area, 
Runzheimer  assumed  that  driving 
conditions  were  normal  and  used  the 
maintenance  schedules  that  reflected 
that  kind  of  driving. 

The  recommended  frequency  of 
performing  each  of  these  jobs  was 
combined  with  the  prices  charged  by 
local  dealers  and  service  stations  to 
compute  an  estimated  annual 
maintenance  expense. 

For  this  year’s  survey,  Runzheimer 
collected  specnfic  parts  costs  and  hourly 
labor  costs  in  each  Icxation,  three  prices 
per  item,  per  location.  Runzheimer  used 
Chilton’s  Labor  Guide  and  Parts  Manual 
to  determine  service  times  tor  eac:h 
maintenance  procedure,  and  used  only 
one  service  time  per  maintenance 
procedure.  This  will  result  in  more 
uniform  prices  within  each  IcMetion. 

5.2.5  Tires 

Resean:h  previously  conducted  by 
Runzheimer  for  OPM  (see  the  June  1992 
report)  revealed  that  various  factions 
(e.g.,  road  quality/state  of  repair,  road 
composition)  caused  tread  life.(the 
average  number  of  miles  a  tire  is 
expected  to  last)  to  be  less  in  allowance 
areas  than  in  the  Washington,  D.C.  area. 
Based  on  these  findings,  Runzheimer 
based  tire  expenses  on  a  40,00t)-mile 
tread-life  in  allowance  areas,  and  a 
55,000-mile  tread-life  in  the 
Washington,  D.C.,  area. 

5.2.6  License  and  Registration  Fees, 
and  Miscellaneous  Tax 

Runzheimer  obtained  information 
regarding  appropriate  license  and 
registration  fees,  and  miscellaneous 
taxes  (i.e.,  personal  property  tax  and 
motor  vehicle  registration  tax)  from  eai.h 
area.  One-time  fees  and  piiscellaneous 
taxes  were  divided  equally  over  eac:h 
vehicle’s  four-year  trade  c:yc:le.  Sales 
and  excise  taxes  were  included  in  the 
purchase  price  of  each  vehicJe  (see 
section  5.2.7.).  Ongoing  fees  and  taxes 
were  incJuded  as  port  of  the  annual 
costs. 

5.2.7  Depreciation 

From  Runzheimer’s  experience,  the 
single  largest  annual  expense  related  to 
owning  and  operating  newer  vehicles  is 
vehicle  depreciation,  the  lost  value  of 
the  vehicle  as  it  ages  and  is  driven.  To 
calculate  average  annual  depreciation, 
Runzheimer  divides  the  difference 
between  the  purchase  price  and  the 


residua)  value  by  the  number  of  years 
the  vehicle  is  owmed. 

In  the  depreciation  equation, 
Runzheimer  used  suggested  retail 
prices,  plus  any  additional  charges, 
such  as  shipping,  excise  tax,  dealer 
prep,  and  additional  dealer  markup. 
(Runzheimer  did  not  believe  that 
negotiated  prices  could  be  collecied  on 
an  equitable  basis.)  As  discussed  earlier, 
the  trade  cycle  was  determined  to  be 
four  years,  60,000  miles.  Runzheimer 
research  indicated  that  residual  values 
were  the  same  in  all  areas.  This  research 
effort  is  explained  below. 

Runzheimer  is  aware  that  several 
firms  and  a.s.sociations  tracic  and  publish 
weekly  or  monthly  u.sed-car  and  used- 
truck  wholesale  auction  prices.  Some 
firms  even  publish  projections  of  the 
future  value  of  today’s  new  vehicles. 
Most  publications  provide  several 
residual  values  for  eac^h  vehicle, 
depending  on  its  condition  at  the  time 
of  trade-in  (e.g.,  clean,  average,  rough). 
Several  common  publications  of  this 
type  are  Black  Book,  Kelley  Blue  Book, 
Automotive  Market  Report,  and  NADA 
National  Automobile  Dealers 
Association).  Unfortunately,  these 
soun:es  only  track  prices  for  vehicles 
sold  in  the  contiguous  48  states  and 
then  publish  broad-based  average 
residual  values  for  each  vehicle. 

To  get  specific  information  from 
sources  knowledgeable  about  the  used 
vehicle  markets  in  allowance  areas, 
Runzheimer  c;onta(ied  auto  dealers  and 
finamaal  institutions  in  these  areas. 

Most  of  the  soun;es  with  whom 
Runzheimer  spoke  said  that  they  used 
the  above-mentioned  publications  os 
guides,  just  as  dealers  and  financial 
institutions  across  the  United  States 
used  them. 

Runzheimer  found  no  conc  lusive 
evidence  that  used  vehicles  in 
allowance  areas  were  (on  ovenige)  worth 
more  or  less  than  used  vehicles  in  the 
Washington,  D.C.,  area.  Therefore,  we 
reported  the  same  used  veluirie  prices  in 
all  areas.  An  appropriate  and  logical 
source  for  these  values  was  the  April 
199.3  issue  of  Block  Book  Official 
Finonre/Leose  Guide  for  1993  vehicles. 

It  should  be  noted  for  clarification 
that  identic:al  residual  values  did  not 
translate  into  identical  depreciation 
amounts  in  all  loi;ations.  Depreciation 
amounts  were  higher  in  allowance  areas 
than  in  the  Washington,  D.C.,  area 
becrause  new  vehicle  pric;es  in  all 
allowance  areas  were  higher.  For 
example,  new  vehicle  pric:es  in  Pncnio 
Rico  averaged  50%  more  than 
Washington,  D.C.,  prii:es. 


5.2.0  Finance  Expense 

Runzheimer  included  the  average 
annual  cost  of  financing  a  vehicle  in  the 
total  exist  of  private  transportation. 
Runzheimer  surveyed  automobile 
dealerships  in  Puerto  Rico  and  banks  in 
all  other  areas  for  their  auto-loan 
interest  rates,  using  a  48-month  loan 
length  with  80%  financing  as  the  basis 
in  all  locations. 

5.2.9  Vehicle  Insurance 

Runzheimer  measured  the  cost  of  auto 
insurance  in  each  location.  To 
determine  the  type  of  coverage  to  price, 
Runzheimer  contacted  insuranc;e  agents 
in  each  area  to  obtain  information  on 
the  typical  policy.  Listed  below  are  the 
mo.st  common  coverages,  limits,  and 
deductibles  for  the  surveyed  living-cost 
areas. 

Bodi  ly  In  jury— $1 00,000/$300.000 
Property  Damage — $50,000 
Meditxil — $5,000 
Uninsured  Motorist — $100,000/ 

$300,000 

Comprehensive — $100  Deductible 
Collision — $250  Deduciible 

Runzlieimer  found  that  insurance 
companies  in  Guam,  Puerto  Rico,  and 
the  Virgin  Islands  provide  slightly 
different  limits  and  deductibles  than 
those  Hsted  above;  therefore, 

Runzheimer  and  OPM  agreed  to 
incorporate  the  premiums  assoiaaftnJ 
with  these  different  limits  and 
deductibles  into  the  indexes. 

To  do  this,  Runzlieimer  .surveyed  in 
the  D  C.  area  the  price  of  insurance 
policies  that  were  equivalent  to  the 
policy  offered  in  the  allowani;e  area. 
From  this  comparison,  Runzheimer 
«:omputed  an  index  that  was  applietl  to 
the  price  of  the  tyjiical  policy  surveyed 
in  the  Washington,  DC,  area.  By 
applying  this  factor  to  the  average  price 
in  the  D.C.  area,  Runzheimer  was  able 
to  estimate  the  cost  of  equivalent 
coverage  in  the  a!lovvanc,e  area.  (See 
Appendix  lOB.) 

In  all  areas,  Runzheimer  attempted  to 
identify  the  most  “popular”  automobile 
insurance  companies  by  analyzing 
market-share  reports  compiled  by  an 
industry  rating  bureau.  The  politry 
described  above  was  then  priced  again 
this  year  for  each  location.  Two  or  thre«‘ 
price  quotes  were  obtained  for  each 
area,  totalled  for  each  area,  and  averaged 
together  to  produce  the  final  number  for 
this  (  omponent  in  each  allowance  area. 

5.3  Public  Transportation 
Methodology 

As  was  done  last  year,  Runzheimer 
surveyed  the  cost  of  air  fares  as  they  i 
relate  to  rei,Teational  travel.  Runzheimer 
priced  the  lowest  available  round-trip 
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air  fare  from  each  allowance  area  and 
the  Washington,  D.C.,  area  to  Los 
Angeles,  California.  Los  Angeles  was 
selected  because  it  is  a  common  point 
approximately  equidistant  from  most  of 
the  allow'ance  areas  and  the 
Washington,  D.C.,  area.  The  cost  of  the 
trip  from  each  allowance  area  to  Los 
Angeles  w^as  compared  with  the  cost  of 
the  trip  from  the  Washington,  D.C..  area 
to  Los  Angeles  to  compute  the  public 
transportation  categoiy-  indexes.  (See 
Appendix  11.) 

5.4  Transportation  Surv'ey  Results 

Runzheimer  measured  the  costs  for 
fuel,  maintenance  and  oil.  tires, 
licensing,  taxes,  depreciation,  finance, 
and  insurance  for  three  ty  pes  of 
automobiles  in  each  allowance  area  and 
in  the  Washington,  D.C.,  area  to 
determine  typical  private  transportation 
costs.  Appendix  lOA  shows  the  cost  of 
each  of  these  items  in  each  area.  As  with 
the  housing  costs,  private  transportation 
costs  for  Hawaii  County.  Puerto  Rico, 
and  the  V'irgin  Islands,  are  shown 
separately  for  each  of  the  survey  areas 
within  these  allowance  areas.  These 
data  are  combined  to  produce  composite 
costs  for  each  allow’ance  area  using  the 
respective  federal  employment 
distributions.  (See  sections  2.5  and  2.6 
for  a  discussion  of  employment 
weighting  in  these  two  areas.) 

Appendix  11  compares  the  total  cost 
of  the  private  transportation  items  for 
each  vehicle  in  each  allowance  area 
with  the  total  cost  of  the  same  items  in 
the  Washington,  D.C..  area.  Appendix 
1 1  also  show's  how  the  private  and 
public  transportation  indexes  were 
combined  using  expenditure  w  eights 
derived  from  the  CES  data  to  produce 
final  transportation  indexes. 

The  final  transportation  inde.xes  are 
used  in  Appendix  14  to  derive  the  total 
overall  index.  (Refer  to  section  2.2  for  a 
discussion  of  the  general  formulae  and 
how  the  component  indexes  are 
combined.) 

6.  Miscellaneous  Expenses 

6.1  Component  Overview 

The  Miscellaneous  Expense 
component  consists  primarily  of  four 
unrelated  groups  of  expenses: 

•  Medical  care. 

•  Contributions  (including  gifts  to 
non-family  members), 

•  Personal  insurance,  and 

•  Savings  and  investments  (including 
pensions). 

Runzheimer  believes  that  certain 
miscellaneous  expense  items  should  not 
effect  living-cost  differences  between 
locations.  For  example,  Runzheimer 
considers  charitable  contributions  a 


personal  choice,  so  we  include  this 
expenditure  as  a  constant  amount  in  all 
locations.  Based  on  research  into  all  of 
the  expenses  of  this  component. 
Runzheimer  also  regards  expenses 
related  to  personal  insurance,  savings 
and  investments,  and  pensions  as 
constants,  for  reasons  discussed  in 
section  6.2.2. 

To  measure  the  miscellaneous 
expenses,  Runzheimer  constructed  a 
pricing  methodology  similar  to  the  one 
used  in  the  Goods  &  Services 
component.  Runzheimer  selected 
representative  items  for  medical  care, 
priced  them  in  all  areas,  and  then 
computed  a  Miscellaneous  Expense 
component  index  based  on  the  relative 
importance  of  costed  items/categories 
held  constant. 

6.2  Miscellaneous  Expense  Model 
6.2.1  Expenditure  Research 

From  the  1988  CES.  Runzheimer 
tabulated  the  miscellaneous  expense 
data  into  logical  expense  groupings  and 
then  determined  the  appropriate  item 
weighting.  The  table  on  the  following 
page  lists  the  categories  that 
Runzheimer  selected  to  price  and  their 
weights: 


MiSCELLANEOUS  EXPENSE 

Categories  &  Weights 


IrKome  leve' 

Gateqo'ves 

Lower 

(percent) 

Middle 

(percent) 

Upper 

(percenti 

M/idicas 

Care 

43  41 

31  56 

1 

i  22.40 

Contnbu- 
ttons  {irv- 
ciuding 
gifts) '  . 

.  12.38 

14.90 

1 6  35 

Personal  In¬ 
surance  & 
Pensions ' 

44.21 

53.54 

60.75 

Totals 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

'  Held  constant 


6.2.2  Miscellaneous  Expense 
Methodology 

As  stated  in  section  2.2,  Runzheimer 
used  the  Laspeyres  indexing 
methodology  to  compute  the 
Miscellaneous  Expense  component 
index.  For  groups  of  items  held 
constant,  the  model  assumed  a  price 
ratio  between  the  allow'ance  area  and 
the  Washington,  D.C.,  area  equal  to 
100.00%. 

Runzheimer  defined  personal 
insurance  and  pensions  as  the  portion  of 
a  family’s  budget  that  was  targeted  for 
long-term  financial  security.  'This  is 
consistent  with  the  definitions  used  by 
the  CES.  the  results  of  which  are  used 


as  weights  in  the  COLA  model.  In  the 
CES.  money  stored  in  a  savings  account 
or  investment  vehicle  for  future 
expenditures  (of  goods  and  services, 
housing,  or  transportation)  is  accounted 
for  in  the  other  component  weightings. 

In  section  6.1,  we  noted  that  expenses 
related  to  personal  insurance  were  held 
constant  for  all  locations.  This  was 
based  on  information  received  from  life 
insurance  companies  and  OF^M  officials. 
The  life  insurance  companies  contacted 
indicated  that  policies  written  (and 
premiums  charged)  to  persons  w  ithin 
the  United  States  and  its  territories  did 
not  vary'  due  to  location.  Runzheimer’s 
research  and  discussions  with  OPM 
officials  also  indicated  that,  in  general, 
federal  employees  in  all  areas  received 
similar  or  identical  benefits  packages — 
variations  are  generally  due  to  personal 
preference.  Therefore,  Runzheimer 
believed,  and  OPM  concurred,  that 
holding  these  types  of  expenses 
constant  was  appropriate. 

6.3  Miscellaneous  Expense  Data 
Collection  Procedures 

Medical  care  items  were  surveyed 
consistent  with  the  approach  used  in 
the  Goods  &  Services  component.  For 
quality-control  purposes,  Runzheimer 
used  its  in-house  research  staff  to 
conduct  much  of  this  survey. 

The  following  medical-care  items 
were  priced  in  each  allowance  area  and 
tn  the  Washington,  D.C.,  area; 

•  Nonprescription  pain  reliever 

•  Prescription  drugs. 

•  Vision  check 

•  Dental  service 

•  Doctor  visit. 

•  Hospital  room. 

•  Iteahh  insurance. 

Runzlieimer  computed  a  Medical  Care 
subcategory  price  index  for  each  item  in 
each  allowance  area  by  comparing  each 
local  average  price  w'ith  the 
Washington,  D  C.,  area  average  prices 
These  indexes  were  combined  using 
weights  derived  from  the  CES  to 
compute  a  Medical  Care  subcategory 
index  for  each  allowance  area 

6.4  Miscellaneous  Expense  Surv  ey 
Results 

Appendix  12  contains  the  results  of 
Runzheimer’s  data  collection  and  index 
calculations.  As  the  appendix  shows, 
the  relative  costs  of  the  majority  of  the 
items  in  the  Miscellaneous  Component 
are  based  on  surveyed  prices.  Therefore, 
the  Miscellaneous  Component  index 
reflects  living-cost  differences  among 
areas.  The  cost  of  only  two  items — life 
insurance/ pensions  and  contributions — 
does  not  differ  among  areas.  Although 
these  two  items  together  have  a 
significant  weight,  one  should  keep  in 
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mind  that  the  Miscellaneous 
Component  has  the  smallest  weight  of 
the  four  components. 

Section  2.2  describes  how  the 
Miscellaneous  Exf>ense  component 
indexes  are  combined  with  the  other 
component  indexes  to  derive  the  final 
index  for  each  area. 

7.  Final  Results 

7.1  Total  Comparative  Cost  Indexes 

The  total  comparative  cost  indexes 
appear  below.  Appendix  14  shows  how 
each  index  was  derived  from  the 
component  indexes. 


Final  Cost  Comparison  Indexes 


Allowarx^  area 

Local 

pricing 

Com¬ 
missary 
and  ex¬ 
change 

City  &  Cnty  of  Honolulu, 

Hawaii . . . . 

122.90 

120.26 

Hawaii  Cnty,  Hawaii _ 

109.63 

NA 

Kauai  Cnty,  Hawaii . 

119.27 

NA 

Final  Cost  Comparison  Indexes— 

Continued 


AllowarKe  area 

Local 

pricing 

Com¬ 
missary 
and  ex¬ 
change 

Maui  Cnty,  Hawaii _ 

119.32 

NA 

Guam,  CNMI’ . 

122.25 

120.81 

Puerto  Rico  . . . 

103.00 

102.17 

U.S.  Virgin  Islands  _ 

117.81 

NA 

’Commonwealth  of  the  Northern  Manana 
Islands. 

NA=Not  Applicable. 


7.2  General  Comments 

Runzheimer’s  primary  goal 
throughout  its  work  on  each  study  has 
been  to  bring  fairness  and  accuracy  to 
the  results.  The  scope  of  this  multi-year 
engagement  has  become  more 
comprehensive  by  virtue  of  special 
research  projects,  seasonal  pricings, 
expanded  marketbasket  pricings  and 
other  efforts.  Runzheimer  believes  that 
living-cost  research  is  a  dynamic 


process,  not  a  static  one,  and  that  fresh 
research  and  analysis  will  enhance 
further  the  quality  of  the  survey  and  the 
findings.  Moreover,  we  believe  that 
plann^,  ongoing  interaction  with  OPM 
will  aid  the  process  and  improve 
accuracy. 

7.3  Recommendations 

As  noted  earlier  in  this  report, 
Runzheimer  and  OPM  are  researching 
the  issue  of  including  income  taxes  in 
the  living-cost  surveys  and  analyses.  We 
believe  that  the  research  will  show  that 
income  taxes  represent  a  significant 
portion  of  living  expenses — a  portion 
that  varies  from  one  area  to  the  next. 

As  also  noted  in  the  report, 
Runzheimer  recognizes  that  it  applied 
the  same  salary  levels  and  CES  data  this 
year  as  it  did  in  the  1990  surveys.  We 
commend  OPM  for  introducing  new 
Federal  employment  weights  and  urge 
OPM  to  continue  with  its  plans  to 
introduce  gradually  new  data  and 
salary  levels  in  future  surveys. 


Appendix  1  .—Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES) 

(By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  all  consumer  units.  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  1988,  Feb.  13, 

1990] 


June  7,  1990 

Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Number  of  consumer  units  (in  thou¬ 
sands)  . . . 

81354 

9433 

8219 

14586 

10901 

7198 

12209 

Number  of  sample  intervievrs  . . 

30900 

3500 

3107 

5496 

4119 

2849 

4983 

Consumer  unit  characteristics; 

income  before  taxes’  . . 

$28540 

$12320 

$17373 

$24591 

$34375 

$44331 

$74234 

income  after  taxes’  . 

26149 

11892 

16345 

22963 

31660 

!  40100 

66345 

Average  number  of  persons  in 

consumer  unit  . . 

2.6 

2.2 

2.5 

2.7 

2.9 

3.2 

3.1 

Age  of  reference  person  . 

46.9 

50.1 

46.5 

44.7 

43.2 

42.3 

45.3 

Average  number  in  consumer  unit; 

Earners  . . 

1.4 

0.9 

1.2 

1.5 

1.8 

2.0 

2.1 

Vehicles  . . . . . 

2.0 

1.4 

1.9 

2.2 

2.6 

2.7 

3.1 

Children  under  18 . 

0.7 

0.6 

0.7 

0.7 

0.9 

1.0 

0.8 

Persons  65  and  over  . 

0.3 

0.5 

0.4 

0.3 

0.2 

0.1 

0.1 

Percent  distribution: 

Male . 

66 

57 

64 

71 

1 

78 

1 

82 

87 

Female  . 

34 

43 

36 

29 

22 

18 

13 

Homeowner  with  mortgage . 

38 

15 

26 

36 

52 

64 

76 

Horrreowrter  without  mortgage  .... 

24 

32 

26 

25 

18 

14 

14 

Renter . 

39 

53 

47 

39 

30 

21 

11 

Black . 

11 

12 

10 

10 

5 

6 

4 

White  and  other . 

89 

88 

90 

90 

95 

94 

96 

Elementary  (1-8) . 

11 

17 

12 

8 

5 

2 

3 

High  scho^  (9-12) . 

44 

51 

54 

48 

42 

40 

24 

College  . 

44 

31 

34 

44 

53 

58 

73 

Never  attended  and  other  . 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

At  least  one  vehicle  owned  . 

86 

84 

91 

95 

96 

97 

97 

Average  annual  expenditures . 

26389.07 

16788.64 

19558.35 

24896.36 

31659.60 

37562.00 

52320.19 

Food  . 

3804.39 

2777.33 

3194.53 

3765.02 

4587.49 

5281.61 

6296.11 

Food  at  home  . 

2176.94 

1809.23 

1954  49 

2174.01 

2556.74 

2906.55 

3109.86 

’Cereals  and  bakery  products  .... 

317.03 

266.20 

274.62 

320.55 

375.38 

417.06 

450.19 

‘Cereals  and  cereal  products  .. 

111.15 

101.45 

100.46 

1 1 1 .31 

134.59 

145.71 

138.66 

‘Flour  . . 

4.83 

6.43 

4.59 

4.99 

5.06 

4.15 

4.17 

‘Prepared  flour  mixes . 

9.88 

9.30 

9.21 

10.32 

11.92 

14.72 

12.18 

‘Ready-to-eat  and  cooked  ce¬ 
reals  . . . . 

73.49 

65.38 

65.31 

72.80 

89.56 

98.06 

92.85 
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Appendix  1  .—Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

(By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  all  consumer  units.  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  1988,  Feb.  13. 

1990] 

June  7, 1990 


Item 


Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 


Si  0.000  to 
SI  4.999 


Si  5.000  to 
S19,999 


S20,000  to  S30.000  to 
S29,999  S39.999 


S40,000  to  S50.000  and 
S49,999  over 


'Rice  . 

'Pasta,  cornmeal  and  other  ce- 


7.98 


8.00 


6.06 


7.95 


9.66 


9.48 


10.14 


reals  . 

'Bakery  products . . 

'Bread . 

'White  bread  . 

'Bread,  other  than  white 

'Crackers  and  cookies  . 

'Cookies . 

'Crackers  . 


14.97 

205.88 

65.72 

35.48 

30.24 

51.76 

32.19 

19.57 


12.33 

164.75 

58.48 

32.79 

25.69 

41.43 

24.30 

17.13 


15.29 

174.16 

61.24 

33.61 

27.63 

42.92 

27.98 

14.94 


15.24 

209.23 

68.58 

38.12 

30.46 

53.39 

33.01 

20.38 


18.39 
240.80 

72.19 

39.98 

32.21 

60.40 
35.93 
24.46 


19.30 

271.35 

78.50 

39.46 

39.05 

75.75 
47.99 

27.76 


19.34 

311.53 

86.03 

42.54 

43.49 

77.18 

49.96 

27.21 


'Frozen  and  refrigerated  bak¬ 
ery  products  . 

'Other  bakery  products  . 

'Biscuits  and  rolls  . 

'Cakes  and  cupcakes . 

'Bread  and  cracker  products 
'Sweetrolls,  coffee  cakes. 


13.55 

74.84 

26.62 

20.31 

2.82 


10.10 

54.74 

18.31 

13.30 

2.70 


10.54 

59.46 

20.95 

15.37 

2.40 


13.12 

74.14 

27.08 

21.50 

2.36 


15.29 

92.92 

30.87 

26.94 

3.73 


17.64 

99.46 

38.69 

26.92 

4.07 


24.89 

123.44 

45.14 

31.29 

4.89 


doughnuts . 

'Pies,  tarts,  turnovers  . 

'Meats,  poultry,  fish  and  eggs  .... 

'Beef . 

'Ground  beef . 

'Roast . 

'Chuck  roast  . 

'Round  roast . 

'Other  roast . 

'Steak  . 

'Round  steak  . 

'Sirloin  steak . 

'Other  steak . 

'Other  beef  . 

'Pork . 

'Bacon  . 

'Pork  chops  . 

'Ham . . . 

'Ham,  not  canned . 

'Canned  ham . 

'Sausage  . 

'Other  pork  . 

'Other  meats  . 

'Frankfurters  . 

'Lunch  meats  (cold  cuts) . 

'Bologna,  liverwurst,  salami . 
'Other  lunchmeats  . 


19.60 
5.48 

560.01 

183.66 

79.09 

33.40 

13.23 
9.13 

11.04 

59.01 

11.62 

12.96 

34.42 
12.17 

114.19 

20.23 

27.10 

27.43 
24.47 

2.96 

16.60 
22.83 
83.61 
17.37 
58.88 

19.11 
39.78 


15.04 

5.38 

477.38 

152.35 

71.32 

28.09 

11.36 
7.79 
8.93 

41.47 
11.60 

8.51 

21.36 

11.47 
104.51 

24.20 
19.23 
25.79 
21.68 

41.0 

14.09 

21.21 
71.60 

15.97 
49.13 

17.97 
31.16 


15.68 

5.07 

555.07 

204.56 

84.22 

34.54 

14.43 
10.19 

9.92 

71.43 
16.74 
11.79 
42.90 
14.37 

108.16 

17.46 

28.84 

27.94 
25.11 

2.83 

17.07 

16.84 
75.58 
17.17 
49.48 

16.54 

32.94 


18.44 

4.76 

541.91 

185.96 

79.31 
34.19 
13.12 

8.42 

12.65 

61.32 
13.83 
12.72 

34.77 

11.14 
108.24 

18.44 

25.14 
28.11 
26.25 

1.86 

13.98 

22.58 

79.96 

17.77 
56.28 
19.36 
36.92 


23.22 

8.16 

635.94 

215.42 

96.47 

35.85 

16.66 

8.80 

10.28 

70.25 

12.33 

14.53 
43.40 
12.84 

132.60 

23.15 

36.30 

31.54 
28.62 

2.92 

17.67 

23.95 

98.98 

19.66 

71.83 

22.06 

49.77 


23.31 
6.48 

699.55 

225.57 

91.12 

40.13 
14.71 
15.67 

9.75 

77.08 

11.66 

20.48 
44.94 
17.24 

131.31 

18.48 
28.37 
35.35 
29.58 

5.77 

22.46 

26.65 

113.62 

21.76 

80.88 

23.99 

56.89 


33.90 

8.22 

812.35 

263.75 

101.79 

50.81 

17.87 

13.71 

19.23 

93.67 

13.85 

24.43 
55.39 
17.48 

157.61 

25.09 

34.33 

39.08 

36.43 
2.65 

23.28 

35.83 

118.21 

22.58 

86.21 

25.51 

60.70 


'Lamb,  organ  meats  and  ott>- 

ers  . 

'Lamb  and  organ  meats  . 

'Mutton,  goat  and  game  . 

'Poultry . 

'Fresh  and  frozen  chickens . 

'Fresh  whole  chicken . 


7.36 

6.17 

1.19 

85.49 

66.41 

17.24 


6.51 

5.97 

0.54 

69.40 

55.25 

17.03 


8.93 

5.33 

3.60 

81.53 

66.61 

17.44 


5.91 

4.82 

1.10 

82.16 

65.26 

20.11 


7.58 

7.57 

0.01 

85.67 

66.71 

14.32 


10.98 
8.63 
2.36 
1 1 1 .40 
81.88 
16.24 


9.42 

8.50 

0.92 

133.20 

96.35 

23.38 


'Fresh  and  frozen  chicken 


parts . 

'Other  poultry,  inci  whole  frzn 

chickens  . 

'Fish  and  seafood . 

'Canned  fish  and  seafood . 

'Fresh  and  frozen  shellfish . 

'Fresh  and  frozen  finfish  . 

‘Eggs  . 

'Dairy  products  . 

'Fresh  milk  and  cream . 

'Whole  milk . 

'Other  milk  and  cream  . 

'Other  dairy  products  . 

'Butter . 


49.17 


38.22 


19.08 

65.24 

17.95 

14.98 

32.31 

27.83 

277.91 

134.41 

52.12 

82.29 

143.50 

8.89 


14.15 

50.44 

14.01 

5.89 

30.53 

29.08 

■237.49 

132.08 

58.46 

73.61 

105.41 

8.28 


49.18 


45.15 


52.39 


65.64 


72.97 


14.91 

57.57 

15.77 

17.35 

24.45 

27.68 

246.39 

125.44 

57.48 

67.97 

120.95 

8.17 


16.91 

56.89 

16.67 

14.09 

26.13 

28.69 

287.05 

135.91 

57.54 

78.37 

151.15 

8.63 


18.96 
74.24 
23.21 
15.81 
35.23 
29.02 
337.97 
160.12 
55.58 
104.54 
177.85 
9  20 


29.52 
86.03 
21.96 
18.33 
45.74 
31.61 

365.06 

158.15 

44.53 
113.61 
206.92 

12.22 


36.85 

109.89 

26.53 

32.78 

50.59 

29.68 

383.11 

168.53 

55.37 

113.17 

214.57 

13.04 


27334 
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Appendix  l.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

IBv  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  ail  consumer  units.  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  1988,  Feb.  i3, 

1990) 


June  7,  1990  '  ] 

Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

•Cheese  . 

7901 

54.41 

69.16 

83.03 

98.98 

111.72 

119.03 

'Ice  cream  and  related  prod- 

ucts . 

41.68 

31.02 

33.95 

46.55 

53.10 

60.05 

61.85 

•Miscellaneous  dairy  products  . 

13.93 

11.70 

967 

12.93 

16.57 

22.93 

20.60 

•Fruits  artd  vegetables . 

376.38 

327.70 

335.02 

366.35 

441.76 

487.04 

526.17 

•Fresh  fruits . 

120.98 

102.64 

104.99 

116.33 

148.47 

156.62 

172.21 

•Apples  . 

21.57 

16.83 

17.80 

21.56 

26.58 

28.77 

29.44 

'Bananas  . . 

20.65 

19.42 

19  04 

21.64 

24.06 

22.66 

27.22 

'Oranges  . 

10.98 

9.36 

9.43 

9.37 

15.38 

16.47 

14.72 

'Other  fresh  fruits  . . . 

67.78 

57.02 

58.71 

63.75 

82.45 

88.72 

100.83 

'Fresh  vegetables  . 

110.67 

101.90 

100.87 

106.30 

124.19 

123.40 

■58.76 

•Potatoes  . . . 

16.61 

13.93 

17.56 

15.59 

19.18 

20.55 

22.24 

'Lettuce . 

13.73 

11.36 

11.61 

12.80 

16.85 

16.95 

20.85 

'Tomatoes  . 

14.87 

13.49 

14  08 

14.64 

17.94 

16.43 

19.74 

'Other  fresh  vegetables . 

65.47 

63.12 

57.63 

63.28 

70.21 

69.47 

95.93 

'Processed  fruits . - . 

86.81 

75.04 

80.64 

82.22 

98.04 

126.19 

•21.27 

'Frozen  fruits  and  fruit  juices  .. 

19.59 

17.95 

18.61 

18.42 

22.98 

32.00 

28  71 

'Frozen  orange  juice . 

14.43 

13.60 

13.91 

14.55 

14.89 

21.97 

20.83 

'Other  frozen  fruits  ar»d 

juices  . . . 

5.16 

4.35 

4.70 

3.87 

8.10 

10.03 

7  83 

'Canned  and  dried  fruits  . 

21.22 

18.05 

18.46 

20.85 

2480 

32.50 

25.30 

'Fresh,  canned  or  bottled  fruit 

juices  . 

46.00 

39.04 

43.58 

42.95 

50.26 

61  68 

66.26 

'Processed  vegetables  . 

57.92 

48.13 

48.52 

61.49 

71.05 

80.82 

73.92 

'Frozen  vegetables . 

21.30 

13.63 

16.57 

23.19 

27.40 

32.62 

31.07 

'Canned  and  dried  vegetables 

and  juices . 

36.62 

34.50 

31.95 

38.30 

43.65 

48.21 

42.85 

'Canned  beans  . 

6.64 

5.41 

6  00 

6.98 

7.85 

9.98 

7.27 

'Canned  corn . 

4.21 

2.91 

3  86 

4.70 

4.31 

6.10 

4.37 

'Other  canned  and  dried 

veg.,  &  juices  . . 

25.77 

26.17 

22.09 

26.62 

31.49 

32.12 

31.21 

'Other  food  at  home . . 

645.61 

500.46 

543.39 

658.15 

765.69 

937.83 

938.05 

'Sugar  and  other  sweets  . 

80.66 

65.44 

64.53 

82.49 

97.73 

122.23 

'll  61 

'Candy  and  chewing  gum  . 

45.41 

32.09 

31.13 

46.37 

55.74 

75.32 

71.53 

'Sugar . 

17.07 

18.57 

17.60 

17.61 

18.27 

17.57 

16.01 

'Artificial  sweeteners  . 

2.36 

1.56 

2  44 

2.90 

1.78 

370 

2.68 

'Jams,  preserves,  other 

sweets . 

15.82 

13.22 

13.36 

15.62 

21.94 

25.64 

21  39 

'Fats  and  oils  . 

56.65 

4851 

45.63 

59.62 

69.18 

76.24 

70.54 

'Margarine  . 

11.96 

10.65 

9.89 

12.19 

14.51 

15.78 

•-5.49 

'Other  fats,  oils,  and  salad 

dressing . 

31.66 

26.57 

26.33 

32.32 

37.90 

45.04 

38.58 

'Nondairy  cream  and  imitation 

milk . 

4.49 

4.53 

3.64 

4.91 

4.72 

5.00 

489 

'Peanut  butter . 

8.54 

6.75 

5.77 

10.20 

12.05 

10.42 

11.57 

'Miscellaneous  foods  . 

272.98 

209.21 

230.18 

278.73 

325.17 

410.76 

393.38 

'Frozen  prepared  foods . 

46.13 

34.31 

44.35 

47.46 

54.87 

69.97 

66.80 

'Frozen  meals . 

16.75 

14.44 

19.43 

16.05 

23.09 

21.11 

23.97 

'Other  frozen  prepared 

foods . 

29.39 

19.87 

24.92 

31.41 

31.78 

48.86 

42.82 

'Canned  and  packaged  soups 

21.41 

17.65 

16.96 

21.06 

24.10 

35.62 

28.50 

'Potato  chips,  nuts,  and  other 

snacks  . 

59.78 

41.00 

37  67 

64.36 

71.49 

95.82 

•00  20 

'Potato  chips  and  other 

i 

snacks  . 

46.79 

30.06 

31.54 

53.75 

55.18 

74.06 

77.26 

'Nuts  . 

12.99 

10.94 

6  13 

10.61 

16.31 

21.76 

22.94 

'Condiments  and  seasonings  .. 

61.52 

49.20 

56.11 

58.41 

77.90 

82.89 

92.16 

'Salt,  spices,  other 

seasonings  . 

12.31 

10.17 

11.24 

11.99 

14.15 

14.15 

20.09 

'Olives,  pickles,  relishes . 

7.62 

5.36 

8.73 

7.01 

9.48 

10.54 

10.59 

'Sauces  and  gravies . 

31.62 

25.10 

26.76 

29.73 

42.60 

43.35 

46.87 

'Baking  needs  and  misc. 

products . 

9.97 

8  58 

9.38 

9.67 

11.67 

14.85 

14.61 

'Other  canned'packaged  pre- 

pared  foods . 

84.14 

67.05 

75.08 

87.44 

96.82 

126.46 

105.73 

'Salads  and  desserts . 

13.23 

11.82 

12.59 

11.96 

17.20 

18  07 

••8.31’ 
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Appendix  1  .—Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

(By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  all  consumer  units,  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  1988,  Feb.  13, 

1990] 


June  7,  1990 


Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

SI  0,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

'Baby  food  . 

16.25 

10.38 

15.03 

16.91 

19.52 

26.99 

12.93 

'Miscellaneous  prepared 

foods . 

54.66 

44.85 

47.47 

58.57 

60.10 

81.41 

74.43 

'Nonalcoholic  beverages  . 

204.37 

164.51 

186.49 

210.29 

233.06 

283.11 

287.11 

'Cola . 

92.19 

66.57 

88.15 

99.91 

101.86 

140.51 

123.90 

'Other  cartxsnated  drinks  . 

32.62 

23.55 

29.15 

28.70 

40.86 

43.90 

53.99 

'Coffee . 

40.93 

38.84 

38.48 

38.15 

43.16 

47.73 

54.95 

'Roasted  coffee  . 

25.27 

22.96 

23.27 

24.63 

26.36 

31.15 

34.98 

'Instant  and  freeze  dried 

coffee . 

15.66 

15.87 

15.21 

13.52 

16.81 

16.58 

19.98 

'Non-carbonated  fruit  flavored 

dnnks  . 

16.30 

12.30 

11.92 

21.28 

20.62 

24.65 

21.32 

'Tea  . . 

'Other  non-alcoholic  bev- 

11.18 

10.67 

8.25 

11.36 

13.49 

15.33 

13.42 

erages  . 

Food  prepared  by  cu  on  out  of 

11.15 

12.58 

10.54 

10.90 

13.08 

10.98 

19.52 

town  trips . 

30.94 

12.80 

16.56 

27.01 

40.55 

45.49 

75.42 

Food  away  from  home  . 

1627.45 

968.10 

1240.03 

1591.02 

2030.75 

2375.06 

3186.24 

'Meals  at  restaurants,  carry-outs  & 

other  . 

1275.77 

799.32 

1039.21 

1294.24 

1591.66 

1870.30 

2351.22 

'Lunch  . . . 

499.88 

277.04 

407.25 

514.76 

619.15 

709.45 

956.78 

'Dinner  . 

'Snacks  and  non  alcoholic  bev- 

549.30 

339.39 

440.28 

550.06 

662.77 

822.65 

1057.00 

erage . 

142.56 

105.40 

121.94 

145.83 

190.00 

225.33 

207.78 

'Breakfast  and  brunch  . 

84.04 

77.48 

69.75 

83.59 

119.74 

112.87 

129.66 

Board  (including  at  school) . 

43.62 

6.74 

7.89 

27.65 

36.46 

39.33 

153.00 

Catered  affairs . 

41.27 

7.39 

5.78 

34.97 

50.79 

47.01 

142.76 

Food  on  out  of  town  trips . 

195.31 

93.30 

115.14 

165.61 

254.20 

300.02 

451 .05 

School  lunches . 

42.24 

20.43 

26.30 

41.51 

67.39 

84.77 

70.55 

Meals  as  pay . 

29.24 

40.92 

45.71 

27.04 

30.27 

33.64 

17.65 

Alcoholic  beverages  . 

281 .70 

182.87 

235.22 

290.56 

343.77 

352.96 

506.47 

'At  home  . 

148.36 

107.27 

126.68 

152.37 

189.69 

178.29 

246.36 

'Beer  and  ale  . 

89.05 

72.34 

77.77 

95.86 

108.21 

102.60 

126.68 

'Whiskey  . 

12.73 

12.89 

5.93 

13.17 

16.76 

13.43 

21.68 

'Wine . 

32.15 

13.69 

26.16 

31.70 

40.94 

46.88 

70.20 

'Other  alcoholic  beverages . 

14.43 

8.35 

16.82 

11.65 

23.78 

15.38 

27.80 

Away  from  home . 

133.34 

75.61 

108.54 

138.19 

154.08 

174.67 

260.11 

'Beer  and  ale  . 

37.50 

20.21 

32.77 

39.59 

40.20 

53.06 

62.61 

'Wine  -.1 . 

18.54 

12.05 

15.72 

19.17 

18.68 

24.52 

38.32 

'Other  alcoholic  beverages . 

58.12 

36.45 

50.81 

60.89 

71.66 

67.59 

113.53 

Alcoholic  beverages  purchased 

on  trips . 

19.17 

6.90 

9.24 

18.54 

23.54 

29.50 

45.66 

Housing  . . . 

8069.13 

5495.09 

5946.80 

7511.85 

9260.40 

10608.79 

15719.12 

Shelter . 

4470.25 

3043.10 

3139.50 

4124.86 

5049.86 

5901.40 

8909.44 

Owned  dwellings . 

2554.04 

961.15 

1151.03 

1976.74 

2970.57 

4060.42 

6925.93 

Mortgage  interest . 

1560.48 

318.45 

520.13 

1051.78 

1925.39 

2783.87 

4724.67 

Mortgage  interest  and 

charges . 

1560.38 

318.45 

520.13 

1051.78 

1925.39 

2783.87 

4724.01 

Prepayment  penalty 

0.66 

charges,  (own  home)  . 

0.10 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Property  taxes  . 

496.08 

316.48 

301.71 

417.03 

599.30 

643.81 

1125.91 

Maintenance,  repairs,  insur. 

othr  expenses  . 

497.48 

326.23 

329.20 

507.92 

445.87 

632.74 

1075.35 

Homeovxners  and  related  irv 

surance . 

151.74 

102.72 

105.11 

139.48 

163.01 

200.84 

313.16 

Fire  and  extended  cov- 

erage . 

4.98 

3.14 

4.17 

8.42 

3.90 

7.28 

4.94 

Homeowners  insurance  .... 

146.76 

99.58 

100.94 

131.06 

159.11 

193.56 

308.22 

Ground  rent  . 

26.88 

26.40 

38.12 

35.13 

23.98 

14.38 

12.57 

Maintenance  and  repair  serv- 

ice . 

252.68 

166.84 

159.60 

260.79 

187.82 

293.13 

607.16 

Painting  aixl  papering . 

52.01 

34.57 

12.75 

55.29 

21.09 

49.82 

144.99 

Plumbing  and  water  heating 

23.06 

12.17 

16.84 

22.72 

17.23 

32.94 

55.39 

Heat,  a/c,  electrical  work  . 

42.03 

40.31 

20.65 

28.44 

44.68 

61.59 

90.02 

Roofing  and  gutters  . 

46.96 

21.78 

51.88 

49.75 

40.70 

55.18 

111.23 

27336 
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Appendix  1. — Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

IBy  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  all  consumer  units.  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  1968,  Feb.  "*3 

19901 


June  7.  1990 


Item 

Total  com- 
p)lete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
ever 

Other  repair/maintenance 

service  . . . 

78.78 

53.15 

53.69 

101.29 

54.90 

85.14 

•64.91 

Repair  &  replace  hard  sur¬ 
face  floorirrg . 

8.14 

4.68 

2.92 

2.46 

7.98 

6.77 

33.94 

Repair  of  built-in  appliances 

1.68 

0.16 

0.88 

0.85 

1.24 

1.69 

6.68 

Maintenance/repair  commod  ... 

65.41 

28.29 

25.78 

71.76 

70.93 

•22  37 

•41.50 

Paints,  wallpaper  and  sup- 
r  plies  . 

17.47 

6.93 

5.76 

14.64 

18.25 

33.17 

45.07 

Tools  and  equipment  for 
painting  and  wallpapering 

1.88 

0.74 

C.62 

1.57 

1.96 

3.56 

4  84 

.  ''  Plumbing  supplies  and 

>  ,  equipment . 

5.65 

2.25 

3.48 

6.92 

6.24 

'1.04 

'1.40 

■  Electrical  supplies,  heat/coot 

equip . 

3.76 

0.62 

4.14 

332 

4.94 

2.21 

••0.24 

Materials  for  hard  surface 
'  floor,  repair  and  replace  ... 

-  1.85 

0.82 

0.03 

1.32 

0.66 

563 

5.65 

Material  and  equipment  for 
roof/gutters  . 

5.18 

3.60 

334 

8.46 

4.25 

3.31 

5.'6 

Materials  for  plaster,  panel, 
^  siding,  windows,  doors, 

screens,  awnings . 

11.08 

9.36 

4.91 

12.62 

12.57 

'5.49 

2343 

Materials  for  patio,  walk, 

C  fence,  drive,  masonry. 

brick,  and  stucco  work  . 

2.12 

0.28 

061 

6.99 

0.71 

230 

3  03 

Materials  for  landscaping 
maintenance  . 

2.52 

0.09 

000 

7.40 

2.38 

2.17 

A.45 

Miscellaneous  supplies/ 

equipment . 

13.89 

3.60 

■  2.89 

8.52 

18.98 

43.49 

28.02 

Materials  for  insulation, 
other  maintenance/re¬ 
pair  . 

7.87 

3.60 

2.36 

6.16 

10.04 

14  88 

•8.16 

Materials  to  finish  base¬ 
ment.  remodel  rms  or 
build  patios,  walks,  etc 
'  (maint.,  rep.,,  repl.)  (own 

Pfop) . . . 

6.02 

0.00 

C53 

2.36 

8.95 

28.61 

&&5 

Property  management  and  security 

0.74 

1.98 

0.53 

0.72 

0.13 

1.95 

0.79 

Property  management . 

0.64 

1.88 

0.24 

0.60 

0.12 

195 

C62 

Management  and  upkeep  serv 
for  security  . 

0.10 

0.10 

0.26 

0.13 

0.01 

0  00 

0  18 

Parking  . 

0.04 

0.00 

0.06 

0.03 

0.00 

0  07 

0.17 

Rented  dwellings  . : . 

1469.41 

1753.31 

1777.24 

1804.99 

1563.71 

1248.94 

625.42 

Rent  . . . . 

1428.30 

1708.38 

171830 

1762.19 

1521.88 

121605 

785.55 

Rent  as  pay . ; . 

17.34 

25.29 

32.67 

15.87 

14.30 

0.70 

959 

Maintenance,  irtsurance  and 
other  expenses . 

23.76 

19.63 

26.27 

26.92 

27.53 

32  19 

30  29 

Tenant's  insurance  . 

8.68 

4.34 

9.22 

9.27 

12.89 

10.61 

-•0.03 

Maintenance  and  repair  serv¬ 
ices  . 

9.01 

10.32 

13.13 

11.46 

9  64 

6.78 

••2.67 

Repair  or  maintenance  serv¬ 
ice  . 

8.62 

10.32 

'3.18 

11.46 

9.50 

5.20 

'1.94 

Materials  for  dwelling  under 
construction  and  additions 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

CHX) 

0.00 

Repair  &  replace  hard  sur¬ 
face  flooring . 

0.36 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

1.58 

0.69 

Repair  of  buift-in  apipliartces 

0.03 

0.00 

000 

0.00 

0.14 

0.00 

0.05 

Maintenance  and  repair  comm 

6.07 

4  97 

387 

6.19 

5.00 

14.80 

7.59 

Paint,  wallpaper,  and  suf>- 
plies  . 

1.19 

0.85 

1.39 

1.12 

2.22 

1.63 

1  10 

Tools  and  equipment  for 
painting  and  wallpaparing 

0.13 

0.09 

0.15 

0.12 

0.24 

0.18 

0.12 

Materials  for  p>last.,  panels, 
loofing,  gutters,  etc  . . 

0.68 

1.43 

034 

'  0.94 

0.69 

0.81 

056 

Materials  for  patio,  walk, 
ience,  driveway,  masonry, 
brick  &  stucco  work  . 

■  0.02 

*  0.06 

1  aoo 

0.01 

;  0.00 

0.06 

■  ■  '  0.02 
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Appendix  1  .—Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

(By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  etperdrtures  and  charaaerisbcs  of  ail  consumer  units.  Consumer  ExperxSiture  S^-rvey  19S8.  Feb.  13, 

1990] 


June  7,  1990 

item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  repo't- 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Piumbir>g  suopl'cs  and 
equipment . 

0.33 

C23 

053 

0.75 

0  25 

0  20 

0.17 

Esectpcal  supplies,  heati 
cool,  equip  . 

0  92 

1  10 

0.18 

0.G3 

Oil 

8.91 

00’ 

Miscellaneous  supplies/ 

equipment  . 

l..3-t 

207 

0.79 

2.69 

I  03 

I  80 

3.41 

Matenals  for  irtsulalion,  otner 
maintenance  and  repair  ... 

0.53 

G.S! 

0.73 

0  49 

C  53 

0.67 

072 

Termitepest  control  (cap. 
inprowement)  (renter) . 

coo 

GOO 

coo 

C.OO 

cm 

COO 

OOC 

Matenals  for  additions,  finish 
basements,  remodeling 
rooms . 

1.03 

1.44 

0C7 

t.£9 

C25 

0  24 

2  69 

Constructon  mils  jobs  not 
started . 

0.13 

0  12 

0  00 

0.31 

0  23 

0  89 

0  00 

Materials  for  hard  surface 
floonng  . 

O.r-i 

0  00 

0.43 

0  25 

0  00 

0  52 

0  00 

Matenals  for  landscape 
maintenance . 

076 

0.14 

0  03 

027 

0.42 

0.68 

2  21 

Other  lodging  . . . 

446.79 

328-64 

211  23 

343  13 

515.57 

592.04 

1158.09 

Ow.ned  vacation  homes  . 

73  26 

147.93 

26.59 

43.70 

69.43 

52.59 

199.62 

Prepayment  penalty  charges 
(ovm  vac)  . 

coo 

0  00 

0,00 

O.CO 

0  00 

0  00 

0.00 

Mortgage  interest . 

43.65 

12450 

5.47 

31.08 

S1.C5 

23.57 

117.74 

Property  taxes  . . . . 

!  16.90 

1209 

14  93 

9.53 

21  13 

16  99 

45.43 

Maintenance,  insurance  other 
expenses  . 

12.71 

n.34 

1  6.19 

8.C6 

17  28 

12.C3 

36.65 

Homeowne's  and  related  irv 

surance  . 

307 

1.77 

j  1.42 

2.32 

2.69 

i 

10.56 

Homeowners  insurance .... 

3-C4 

1  54 

1  1.42 

2.32 

2.69 

1.79 

1051 

Fire/extended  coverage  .... 

0.03 

0  22 

0  00 

0  00 

0-00 

0.00 

0.05 

Ground  rent . : . . 

333 

OSO 

3.95 

1.64 

6,88 

1.26 

9.54 

Maintenance/repair  services 

552 

8.06 

0  71 

3.83 

6.37  1 

8.30 

14.44 

Repair/remodeling  (serv¬ 
ice)  . 

5.52 

8  06 

0  71 

3.63 

637 

8.30 

14,44 

Repair  and  replace  hard 
surface  floor . 

0.00 

000 

0.00 

0.00 

0  00 

coo 

0.00 

Maintenance/repair  comm  ... 

0  39 

0.61 

0.11 

0  28 

on 

0  23 

0.70 

Paints,  wallpaper,  supplies 

0  08 

0.19 

0.06 

coo 

CC3 

0  08 

0  29 

Tools'equipment  for  paint¬ 
ing  and  wailpapenng . 

0.01 

0  02 

0.01 

000 

O.CO 

0.01 

0  03 

Matenals  for  piastenng,  pan¬ 
els.  roofing.  gutters 

dnspcuts.  siding  wdows, 
drs..  screens.  and 

awnings  . 

0  05 

0.00 

000 

0.02 

000 

003 

0  32 

Matenals  for  patio,  walk. 
ferKe.  drrve,  dnve,.  ma¬ 
sonry.  brick,  stucco  . 

0,00 

0.00 

000 

0.00 

000 

0.00 

000 

Plumbing  supplie&'equip- 

ment . . . 

0.02 

0:04 

0  00 

0  00 

0,03 

0.07 

0.05 

Electrical  supplies.  heatJcool 
equip . . . 

001 

OCO 

0.00 

001 

C.04 

coo 

0.00 

Miscellaneous  supplies/ 

equipment . 

0.C1 

O.CO 

005 

0.02 

0.00 

0.04 

0.00 

Matenals  for  insulation/ 

other  mainUrepair . 

Materials  for  finishing 
basements  remodeling 
rooms . 

0.01 

0.00 

000 

0  00 

0.05 

0.00 

0.00 

0.02 

0  00 

000 

0,04 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Materials  for  hard  surface 
floor . ..; . 

0.20 

0.35 

0.00 

023 

C.OO 

0.00 

0.00 

Materials  for  landscaping 
maintenance  . . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

O.CO 

000 

C.OO 

1  0.00 

Property  management  and  se¬ 
curity  . 

0.40 

0.00 

0.00 

1  0.00 

1.23 

044 

1.30 

I 
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Appendix  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

[By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  all  cof«umer  wvts.  Consume!  Expenditure  Survey.  1988,  Feb.  13, 

1990) 


June  7, 1990 


Item 

Total  com- 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to  ’ 
$29,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Property  management  . 

Management  and  upkeep 

040 

0  00 

0.00 

0.00 

1.23 

0.44 

1.30 

serv  for  sec4jrit . 

0.00 

0.00 

boo 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Parking . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Expenses  for  other  properties  . 

154.47 

101.84 

74.84 

137.28 

169.04 

223.95 

390.55 

Housing  whi'e  attending  scriool . 

’  35.48 

3.69 

3.44 

17.58 

30.76 

35.16 

118.12 

Lodging  white  out  of  town .  i 

178.58 

75.19 

106.35 

139.57 

226.31 

280.36 

449-60 

Utilities,  fuels  and  public  services . 

1726.29 

1412.79 

1542.51 

1711.07 

1924.68 

2089.22 

2593.19 

Natural  gas  . 

232.22 

212.96 

21465 

215.34 

246.68 

276.67 

354.61 

Util. — Natural  gas  (renter) . 

50.85 

73.43 

66.38 

52.66 

42.66 

34.00 

19.84 

Util. — Natural  gas  (own  hone)  . 

180.07 

139.37 

147.88 

161.65 

200.38 

242.17 

329.43 

Util. — Natural  gas  (own  vac.) . 

1.22 

0.16 

0.30 

0.97 

0.49 

0.50 

5.32 

Util. — Natural  gas  (lented  vac.) . 

0.08 

0.00 

0.09 

0.05 

0.15 

0.00 

0.02 

Electiicity  . 

700.08 

578.32 

60S.01 

695.11 

801.49 

859.67 

1048.84 

Electricity  (renter) . 

169.94 

222.94 

196.59 

197.41 

178.88 

122.29 

74.86 

Eleclrtcity  (own  home)  . 

524.87 

350.24 

408.24 

493.70 

618.75 

733.65 

957.87 

Electricity  (own  vac.) . 

5.03 

4.75 

2.86 

3.92 

3.40 

3.70 

15.87 

Electncjty  (rented  vac.)  . 

0.25 

0.39 

032 

0.09 

0.45 

0.02 

0.25 

Fuel  oil  and  other  fuels  . 

94  02 

76.70 

81  76 

99.42 

92.78 

114.59 

128.02 

Fuel  oil  . 

55.60 

38.86 

47.89 

54.62 

53.00 

82.53 

89.36 

Fuel  oil  (renter) . 

5.21 

5.93 

6.49 

5.91 

6.38 

3.26 

4.78 

Fuel  oil  (own  hioTTie)  . 

49.96 

32.34 

41.40 

43.50 

46.57 

79.27 

82.89 

Fuel  oil  (own  vac.) . 

0.38 

0.59 

0.00 

0.21 

0.05 

0.00 

1  69 

Fuel  oil  (rented  vac  )  . 

0.06 

0.00 

0  00 

0.00 

0.00 

0-00 

0.00 

Coal . . . 

3.50 

6.85 

0.57 

6.20 

3.64 

5.23 

0.33 

Coal  (renter)  . . . 

0.55 

1.20 

0.20 

0.94 

0.98 

0.00 

0.00 

Coal  (own  home) . 

2.95 

5.66 

0.37 

5.26 

2.66 

5.23 

0.33 

Coal  (own  vac.) . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Coal  (rented  vac.)  . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Bottled  gas . 

2448 

22.49 

23.52 

28.34 

23.75 

17.90 

23.47 

Gas,  bottled/tank  (renter)  . 

3.78 

5.78 

4.73 

2.54 

3.06 

0.69 

2.10 

Gas,  boftteditank  (own  home) . 

18.58 

15.77 

17.30 

24.49 

19.10 

12.94 

1542 

Gas.  bottfedAank  (own  vac.)  . 

2.12 

0.93 

1.49 

1.31 

1.59 

4.26 

5.94 

Gas,  bottted/tank  (rented  vac.)  ... 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

O.CO 

Wood  and  other  fuels  . 

10.43 

8.49 

9.77 

10.26 

12.38 

8.93 

1487 

Wood/othier  fuels  (renter)  . 

1.31 

2.07 

1.19 

1.35 

0.64 

0.21 

1.33 

WocxVother  fuels  (own  home) . 

9.05 

6.42 

8.57 

8.71 

11.74 

8.64 

13.42 

Wood/other  fuels  (own  vac.)  . 

0,06 

0.00 

0.00 

0.20 

0.00 

0.03 

0.13 

Wood/other  fue's  (rented  vac.)  ... 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

000 

Telephone . 

528.79 

425.93 

507.41 

539.06 

590.21 

601.80 

769.38 

Water  arid  othei  public  seivice,s  . 

171.19 

11883 

130.68 

162.14 

193.53 

236.49 

292  34 

Water/seweraqe  maintenance . 

Water/sewer  maintenance 

131.02 

91.41 

99.79 

124.06 

150.67 

178.26 

222.63 

(le.Tter)  . 

Waler/sewer  maintenance  (own 

18.53 

20.04 

17.05 

22.99 

18.20 

15.51 

891 

home) . . . 

Water/sewer  maintenance  (own 

111.57 

69.24 

82.52 

100.46 

131.51 

161.47 

212.17 

vac.) . 

Water/sewer  maintenance 

0.83 

1.83 

0.22 

0.52 

0.96 

1J29 

1  43 

(rented  vac.)  . . . 

0.09 

0.30 

0.00 

0.08 

O.CO 

0.00 

0.13 

T  rasWgarbage  collection  . 

38.67 

26.89 

29  90 

37.16 

40.93 

55.27 

65.76 

Trastvgarb.  collection  (rerrter) . 

Trash/garb.  collection  (oWn 

5.28 

5.02 

4.95 

7.21 

4.93 

5-00 

2.97 

home) . . . 

33.31 

21.88 

24.79 

29.91 

35.69 

50.26 

62.64 

Trash/garb,  collection  (own  vac.) 

T  rash/garb,  coliection  (rented 

0.08 

0.00 

0.16 

0.04 

0.25 

0.00 

0.15 

vac.) . . . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Septic  tank  cleaning  . 

1.50 

0.52 

0.93 

0.92 

1.94 

2.96 

3.95 

Septic  tank  cleaning  (renter) . 

0.01 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Septic  tank  cleaning  (own  home) 

1.48 

0.52 

0.98 

0.91 

1.84 

2.96 

3.95 

Septic  tank  cleanirtg  (own  vac.)  .. 
Septic  tank  cleaning  (rented 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.01 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

vac.)  . . . . . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Household  operatoris  . 

387.45 

200.78 

222.83 

310.21 

'  448.86 

530.72 

955.30 

Personal  services  . . . 

176.53 

82.78 

119.28 

166.06 

275.08 

311.41 

321.27 

Babysitting . . . . . 

74.62 

42.11 

58.03 

85.19 

133.19 

114.65 

lit)  47 
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Appendix  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued  j 

By  Income  Before  Taxes.  Average  annual  expe^id•^Jres  a.nd  characteristics  of  all  consumer  units.  Consumer  Expenditure  Sun/ev  1988.  Feb.  13, 

1990]  1 

June  7. 1990 

1 

Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  repos¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  ard 
over 

Care  for  elderly,  invalids,  handi¬ 
capped.  etc . 

tree 

3  93 

0,56 

4.58 

1  46 

047 

24.66 

Day  care  centers,  r^ursery/ 
preschools  . 

93.25 

35.75 

60.69 

76.28 

140.43 

196.28 

181.13 

Other  household  expenses . 

210.92 

118.00 

103.66 

144.16 

173.78 

219.31 

634.03 

Housekeeping  services . 

67.76 

36.72 

22.44 

28.84 

41.53 

50.94 

269.17 

Gardening,  lawn  ca'e  service  . 

49.60 

27.27 

,  22.86 

30.40 

31.13 

53.69 

159.01 

Water  softening  service  . 

2.31 

2  73 

0.76 

2.19 

2  95 

4.10 

7.63 

Household  laund'y/dry  deaning. 
sent  out  (non-clothing)  rot 
coin-operated . 

1.63 

1  04 

0.41 

1.66 

2.63 

2.53 

339 

Cc  rvoperated  household  laun¬ 
dry/dry  cleaning  (non-cioth) . 

4  78 

5-92 

5.63 

5.41 

4.47 

6.09 

2.27 

Other  home  services . 

17.86 

4.29 

9.02 

12.39 

13.96 

13.96 

60.11 

Termite/pest  control  products  . 

0  20 

0.09 

025 

0.12 

0.21 

Moving,  storage,  freight  express  . 

26.46 

10.32 

23.78 

32.08 

46.84 

56.17 

Appitance  repair,  incl.  service 
center . 

16.44 

9-82 

17.88 

18.93 

20.85 

17.46 

25.57 

B8'jphoistering,'fumiture  repair  .... 

1385 

10  37 

5.31 

13  68 

1555 

11.69 

32.30 

Pepairs'rentals  of  lawn'garden 
equipmerrt  hand/power  tools,' 
other  household  equip . 

5.92 

4  16 

4.59 

4.90 

6  20 

9.08 

13.38 

ApcHiaoce  rental  . 

2  08 

433 

2.47 

1.01 

1.16 

0.52 

0.54 

Pentai  of  office  equipment  for 
noivbusiness  use  . 

0.17 

C02 

0,27 

0.04 

001 

0  57 

046 

'Pepair  of  miscel!aneo<js  house¬ 
hold  equipment  and  furnish¬ 
ings  . 

C  43 

COO 

1.32 

C  19 

0  02 

0  94 

0.59 

Renta!  and  installation  of  dish¬ 
washers,  range  hocds,  and 
aarbage  disposals  . 

G.oa 

coo 

0.00 

0.00 

COO 

coo 

0.00 

H<xi'5eKeep*ng  supplies  . 

332-82 

2S8  29 

321.58 

333  43 

451-24 

475.45 

670.22 

Laundry  and  cleanir^g  supplies . 

106.44 

80.46 

104.37 

109.27 

131-66 

129  47 

162.63 

•Soaps  and  detergents  . . . 

62. 10 

60.50 

63  11 

73  35 

77.19 

89.28 

'Other  lauridr-y  cleaning  products 

44.33 

33  16 

43.87 

46.18 

53  30 

52.28 

73  35 

'Other  household  products . 

15743 

125.55 

1 15.86 

149  94 

183  61 

20  *65 

31609 

‘Cleansing  and  toilet  tissue, 
pap-er  towels  arvj  napkins  . 

52.12 

42.33 

4537 

51  68 

64  36 

67  41 

60.71  ’ 

'Miscellaneous  household  p'od- 

tiCtS  . . . 

67.63 

47.17 

44.38 

53.26 

SS.63 

108.36 

139.90 

*(  »wn  and  Garden  supples  . . 

37.47 

35.50 

26.12 

39.79 

33-12 

2527 

95.48 

'Postage  and  stationery  . 

118  69 

80.28 

101.35 

124  23 

13597 

144  33 

191.50 

'Stationery,  stationery  supplies, 
giftwrap  . 

54  40 

30.49 

36.05 

45,35 

55.09 

74.49 

105.20 

'Postage . 

64.49 

49.79 

78.88 

30.87 

69.84 

86.30 

Housefumishings  arxl  equipment . 

1 102  32 

552.14 

720.38 

.  982.28 

1385  76 

1612.00 

2590.97 

Household  texties  . 

97.11 

96  28 

104.56 

122.28 

220.32 

'Bathroom  linens . 

13.69 

5  45 

19.92 

9.71 

18.83 

13.05 

30.80 

'Bedroom  linens . 

33-11 

28.28 

35  77 

36.81 

33  56 

50.47 

77.56 

•Kitchen  and  dining  room  linens  . 

5.74 

4.52 

2.63 

656 

7.12 

15.73 

•Curtains  arxl  draperies  . . . 

26.56 

5.34 

12.12 

26.44 

39.44 

71.25 

•Siiocovers.  decorative  pillows .... 

1.64 

0  68 

2.26 

1  33 

2.64 

1  28 

3.18 

‘Sewing  materials  for  slipcovers, 
curtains  other  sewing  materials 
for  home  use  . 

10.32 

4  80 

7.95 

14.65 

15.39 

9.43 

19.15 

Odier  linens . 

1.05 

1.25 

0.43 

0.84 

1.13 

1.50 

2.65 

Furniture . 

319.44 

139.36 

204.72 

378.37 

433.38 

861.57 

Mattress  and  springs . 

41.86 

18.62 

32.81 

39.28 

57.01 

62.91 

93.05 

Other  bedroom  furniture . 

39.75 

13.71 

29.56 

22.88 

52.21 

62.05 

107.77 

Sofas  . . 

65.44 

37.30 

40.98 

58.54 

83.34 

108.08 

144.37 

Livir>g  room  chars . 

35.91 

24.89 

2722 

40.43 

31.79 

44.77 

80.20 

Living  room  tables . . . 

20.16 

6.73 

15.46 

15.21 

26.54 

27.03 

50.94 

Kitchen/dining  room  furniture . 

58.64 

14.86 

34.82 

22.79 

61.09 

56.39 

226.46 

Infants’  furniture  . 

7.01 

2.15 

4.57 

8.94 

14.79 

16.63 

Outdoor  furniture . ; . 

12.57 

1.62 

3.51 

12.51 

10.65 

19.59 

41.43 

Occasional  furniture  . 

38.12 

19.48 

1  15.32 

45.67 

46.80 

37.77 

100.73 
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Appendix  I  .— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

IBy  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  arwKtal  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  all  consumer  units,  Corrsumer  Expenditure  Survey  1988,  Feb.  13, 

19901 


June  7, 1990 

* 

Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to  ! 
$14,999  j 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Floor  coverings  . 

70.23 

18.41 

110.80 

113.46 

164.89 

Wall-to-wall  carpet  (renter) . 

2.41 

5.97 

3.86 

2..30 

0.40 

Wall-to-wall  carpet,  installed. 

(renter)  . 

1.73 

5.73 

3.14 

1.74 

0.11 

Wall-to-wall  carpet,  not  in¬ 
stalled  carpet  squares 

(renter)  . . 

0.68 

0.24 

1.07 

1.45 

0.72 

0.56 

028 

Wall-to-wall  carpet  (replacement) 

(own  home) . . 

42.57 

7.88 

22.82 

47.02 

42.12 

67.79 

119.96 

Wall-to-wall  carpet,  rwt  irv 
stalled  (replacement),  carpet 

squares  (own  home)  . . 

3.04 

0.00 

1.67 

2.54 

5.12 

1.77 

10.38 

Wall-to-wall  carpet,  installed 

(replacement)  (own  home) 

39.53 

788 

21.16 

44.48 

37.00 

66.02 

109.58 

*Room  size  rugs  and  other  floor 

covering,  norvpermanent . 

25.25 

4.56 

4.71 

25.60 

64.82 

43.36 

44.54 

Major  appliances . 

172.90 

138.91 

169.54 

213.08 

240.59 

328.70 

Dishwashers  (built-in)  garbage 

disposals,  range  hoods, 
(renter)  . . 

0.24 

0.14 

0.13 

0.00 

1.78 

058 

Diswashers  (built-in),  garbage 
disposals  range  hoods,  (own 

home) . . . . 

10.05 

2.93 

8.48 

9.60 

10.34 

17.42 

24.68 

Refrigerators/freezers  (renter) 

11.18 

9.98 

16.09 

15.96 

17.11 

7.86 

651 

Refrigerators/freezers  (own 

home) . . . . 

39.29 

12.75 

24.85 

37.05 

50.93 

48.84 

96.50 

Washing  machines  (renter) . 

,  6.56 

8.33 

5.97 

6.26 

7.85 

5.99 

7.42 

Washing  machines  (own  home)  . 

17.96 

8.84 

16.47 

23.46 

26.73 

32.83 

Clothes  dryers  (renter) . 

4.18 

5.20 

4.27 

2.33 

5.33 

954 

4.43 

Clothes  dryers  (own  home) . 

10.35 

3.96 

8.24 

9.93 

13.04 

22.44 

17.97 

Cooking  stoves/ovens  (renter)  .... 

2.87 

3.80 

4.28 

8.30 

2.05 

0.50 

Cooking  stoves/ovens  (own 

home) . . . . 

19.55 

8.87 

11.48 

14.47 

26.94 

30.02 

47.04 

Microwave  ovens  (renter)  . 

4.47 

6.49 

6.79 

5.39 

5.42 

6.13 

1.75 

Microwave  ovens  (own  home)  .... 

9.81 

3.73 

7.84 

9.58 

13.37 

11.76 

0.00 

23.72 

Portable  dishwasher  (renter) . 

0.31 

0.00 

2.28 

0.26 

0.23 

0.00 

Portable  dishwasher  (own  home) 

1.33 

1.60 

0.96 

0.00 

3.87 

4.10 

Window  air  conditioners  (rerrter)  . 

2.43 

2.03 

1.99 

4.99 

0.60 

0.52 

0.54 

Window  air  conditioners  (own 

home) . . . 

8.23 

8.15 

6.37 

5.72 

8.06 

3.73 

17.42 

Electric  floor  clearing  equipment 

14.62 

9.85 

9.39 

19.58 

1750 

17.77 

25.74 

Sewing  machines  . . . 

6.08 

4.29 

9.26 

6.21 

2.84 

8.29 

13.83 

‘Miscellaneous  household  appli- 

ances  . . - . 

3.39 

‘6.12 

2.43 

0.39 

2.08 

16.15 

3.82 

Small  appliances,  misc. 

housewares . 

60.51 

39.82 

37.60 

46.50 

71.00 

77.96 

148.46 

Housewares  . 

39.14 

25.14 

21.57 

26.52 

45.46 

47.51 

105.70 

Plastic  diirnerware  . 

1.83 

1.83 

0.75 

1.% 

1.66 

3.77 

3.11 

China  and  other  dinnerware _ 

10.31 

5.50 

4.06 

7.51 

16.10 

15.23 

2376 

Flatware . . . 

3.44 

1.31 

1.62 

3.30 

2.32 

3.40 

11.15 

‘Glassware . 

9.79 

2.40 

3.19 

4.54 

11.70 

9.13 

36.70 

‘  Silvor  serving  pieces . 

1.17 

0.03 

0  05 

1  1.04 

0.11 

Other  serving  pieces  . 

1.36 

0.72 

1.22 

1.19 

1.11 

1.49 

3.23 

*  Nonelectric  cookware  . 

12.14 

12.16 

10.73 

7.98 

12.53 

13.45 

27.64 

SrnaH  appliances  . 

21.37 

14.69 

16.03 

19.98 

25.54 

30.44 

42.76 

Small  electric  kitchen  appli¬ 
ances  . 

9.18 

8.45 

13.81 

17.74 

j  21.71 

29  49 

Portable  heating'cooling 

equipment . 

720 

5.50 

7.58 

6.17 

7.80 

873 

1356 

Miscellaneous  household 

equipment  . . . 

382.11 

197.19 

228.27 

333.29 

507.95 

624.34 

867.02 

Wirrdow  coverings  . . . 

13.72 

6.79 

5.05 

11.17 

14.42 

17.90 

42.34 

‘Infants’  equipment  . 

3.77 

2.50 

4.72 

3.47 

2.88 

1157 

‘Laundry  and  cleaning  equip 

8.52 

3.29 

6.53 

12.57 

7.17 

20.96 

Outdoor  equipment  . 

4.73 

0.95 

2.82 

5.19 

5.02 

9.89 

10.42 

Clocks  . 

5.46 

1.68 

4.27 

3.57 

754 

1056 
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Appendix  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES) — Continued 

|By  Income  Betore  Taxes:  Average  annual  expendftures  and  characteristics  of  an  consumer  units.  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  t988,  Feb.  13, 

1990] 


June  7, 1990 

Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

'Lamps  and  lighting  fixtures 

28.40 

48.71 

9.81 

21.24 

5072 

42.07 

46.18 

'Otfier  household  decorative 

items . 

80.30 

34.55 

27.19 

64.72 

147.93 

129.25 

186.25 

'Telephones  and  acces- 

series . . 

7.25 

2.85 

1.81 

8.51 

6.18 

4.09 

23.72 

Lawn  and  garden  equipment 

49.12 

12.59 

51.04 

40.12 

60.08 

100.17 

92.96 

Power  tools  . 

14.39 

4.43 

4.76 

19.44 

15.74 

26.15 

31.17 

'Small  misc.  furnishings . 

3.39 

0.04 

0.00 

1.23 

19.77 

2.50 

3.08 

'HaixJ  tools  . . 

13.67 

3.23  1 

6.51 

12.61 

23.57 

42.42 

18.17 

'Indoor  plants,  fresh  flowers 

41.42 

25.97 

31.91 

24.78 

34.12 

74.01 

110.87 

'Closet  and  storage  itents  ... 

4.62 

0.89 

0.73 

1.25 

4.26 

4.50 

18.01 

Furmture  rental _ _ 

3.02 

2.83 

3.13 

2.49 

1.75 

2.14 

3.24 

Luggage  . . . 

8.72 

1.79 

6.85 

6.02 

9.30 

14.24 

23.99 

Computers  for  home  use . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Telephone  answering  de- 

vices  . . . 

4.23 

1.77 

3.22 

3.95 

3.81 

a37 

8.57 

Calculators  . . . 

1.99 

1.30 

1.24 

1.72 

2.23 

3.74 

3.12 

Business  equipment  for 

home  use _ _ 

6.20 

1.88 

3.84 

6.13 

9.35 

7.42 

15.40 

'Other  hardware . . . 

6.95 

3.22 

6.91 

8.51 

5.72 

7.15 

18.71 

Smoke  alarms  (own  home) .. 

0.54 

0.04 

1.50 

0.53 

0.90 

0.64 

0.55 

Smoke  alarms  (renter) . 

0.15 

0.00 

0.05 

0.23 

0.06 

0.02 

0.61 

Smoke  alarms  (own  vac.)  .... 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Other  household  appliances 

(own  home)  . 

425 

3.99 

1.52 

4.45 

2.27 

7.43 

9.60 

Other  household  appliances 

(renter) . 

1.35 

2.61 

4.35 

2.07 

0.54 

0.68 

0.12 

'Miscellaneous  hsehold 

equipment  and  part . . 

18.73 

14.19 

7.56 

20.24 

27.91 

25.99 

37.99 

Apparel  and  services . 

153727 

886.12 

1085.66 

1406.15 

1847.24 

2396.00 

3154.03 

Men  and  t»ys  . 

400.67 

196.95 

260.75 

349.53 

429.04 

666.47 

943.93 

Men,  16  and  over  . 

318.80 

142.16 

202.12 

271.44 

340.48 

633.15 

772.68 

Men’s  suits . . . 

4120 

15.86 

13.23 

30.69 

36.93 

63.99 

133.12 

Men's  sportcoats . 

15.57 

3.80 

5.33 

-  7.90 

17.97 

25.65 

53.04 

'Mart's  coats  and  Jackets . 

29.30 

8.90 

10.79 

7227 

26.54 

54.07 

86.61 

'Men’s  urtderwear  . . 

9.72 

9.49 

9J)5 

7.71 

13.05 

10.40 

17.16 

'Men’s  hosiery  . .*. . 

10.34 

8.58 

9.08 

9.30 

11.24 

20.53 

17.50 

'Men’s  nightwear  . . . 

2.89 

1.31 

0.88 

4.49 

4.01 

1.80 

6.37 

'Men's  accessories . . . 

22.88 

10.30 

14.64 

15.23 

20.45 

47.19 

56.32 

MerVs  sweaters  and  vests  ... 

17.65 

7.09 

7.08 

13.16 

18.88 

2526 

50.07 

Men’s  active  sportswear . 

12.10 

4.80 

5.65 

11.75 

13.46 

18.24 

29.17 

'Men's  shirts  . 

74.17 

45.37 

55.60 

6a02 

88.29 

133.41 

139.09 

'Men’s  pants  . 

70.76 

22.61 

60.87 

65.68 

75.41 

105.22 

163.08 

'Men’s  shorts/short  sets  . 

8.29 

2.05 

6.73 

12.56 

9.31 

20.61 

12.89 

Men’s  uniforms . . . 

3.16 

4.22 

2.88 

2.05 

4.00 

6.58 

6.18 

Men’s  other  clothing . 

0.77 

0.80 

0.31 

0.62 

0.95 

0.18 

2.09 

Boys’,  2  to  15  . 

81.86 

54.79 

58.63 

78.09 

88.56 

133.33 

171.25 

'Boys’  coats  and  jackets . 

9.48 

1.51 

13.68 

10.54 

5.87 

10.64 

23.83 

Boys’  sweaters . 

3.73 

2.44 

2.14 

2.37 

5.37 

3.86 

8.97 

'Boys’  shirts  . 

20.55 

11.99 

14.46 

15.76 

26.30 

45.42 

39.42 

'Boys’  underwear . 

1.55 

0.53 

0.89 

1.61 

4.81 

1.15 

2.25 

'Boys’  nightwear  . 

2.79 

2.28 

1.04 

4.28 

3.30 

6.20 

2.71 

'Boys’  hosiery  . 

3.99 

4.43 

3.84 

4.63 

3.97 

2.81 

729 

'Boys’  accessories . 

2.77 

0.27 

1.74 

1.61 

1  39 

6.89 

7.66 

'Boys’  suits,  sportcoats. 

11.49 

6.29 

vests  . 

3.00 

1.85 

0.38 

2.93 

1.45 

'Boys’  pants . 

24.70 

25.03 

16.95 

26.51 

23.64 

25.99 

53.32 

'Boys’  shorts,  short  sets . 

3.91 

1.70 

0.58 

3.69 

5  66 

8.08 

6.96 

Boys’  uniforms/actfve 

11.92 

sportwear . 

5.10 

2.59 

2.69 

3.84 

6.38 

10.48 

Boys’  other  clothing  ....; . 

0.29 

0.17 

0.22 

0.31 

0.43 

0.32 

0.63 

Women  and  girls . 

608.90 

353.66 

425.05 

550.45 

771.19 

950.02 

1,190.33 

Women,  16  and  over . 

509.83 

281.24 

376.82 

458.04 

648.56 

773.35 

992.62 

'Women’s  coats  and  jackets 

33.49 

9.89 

12.77 

21.91 

41.71 

80.18 

66.72 

‘  'Women’s  dresses . 

83.27 

47.32 

56.32 

65.67 

81.62 

111.38 

185.83 

i  'Women’s  sportcoats,  tail 

2.69 

1  44 

jkts  . . . . 

0.84 

0.19 

0.68 

a04 

0.11 
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Appendix  l . — Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

rSy  irojme  Be*ofe  Taxes:  Average  annual  exoer-clitures  ar-d  cuaractenstics  of  all  consumer  units.  Consumer  ExDenditure  Sun.ey  1988.  Feb.  13. 

I990; 


i 

June  7.  1990 

Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$(0,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,00010  I 
$19,999  1 

1 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

^j>4-0*000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

•Women's  vests  and  sweat¬ 
ers  . 

36. 

23  54 

35.67 

4226 

35.17 

62.71 

63.75 

‘Women’s  shirts,  tops, 
bouses  . 

85  55 

43.28 

80.36 

72.57 

113.40 

126.51 

156.36 

‘Women's  skirts  . 

29.28 

1734 

18.33 

25.37 

22.72 

59.17 

65.45 

‘Women’s  pants . 

66  85 

3321 

51 .28 

64.99 

108  85 

94  87 

107.29 

‘Women's  shorts,  shorts 
sets . 

14  23 

10.23 

11.73 

11.30 

21.45 

27.91 

22.87 

‘Women's  active  sportswear 

23.13 

13.05 

13.34 

24.37 

46.07 

37.59 

33.33 

‘Women's  sleepwear  . 

22.57 

14.68 

22.62 

23.09 

28.70 

16.87 

49.94 

‘Women’s  undergarments  ... 

24  38 

16.17 

21.05 

21.01 

35.71 

28.83 

45.68 

Women's  hosiery  . 

25.35 

17.40 

22.30 

25.51 

32.18 

34.56 

46.47 

Women's  suits . 

28  04 

14.06 

9.24 

24.03 

36.52 

32.30 

75.08 

‘Women’s  accessories . 

34.46 

20.38 

20.56 

32.04 

43.27 

54.45 

72.36 

‘Women’s  uniforms . 

1.15 

0.01 

0.06 

3.88 

1.06 

3.32 

0.05 

‘Women’s  other  clothing . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0-00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Girls,  2  to  15 . 

99.08 

72.42 

48.23 

92.41 

122.63 

176.67 

197.71 

Girls'  coats  and  jackets . 

7.95 

4.80 

3.68 

10.81 

8.51 

12.90 

13.03 

Girls’  dresses,  suits . : . 

12.02 

7.84 

8.53 

10.60 

14.15 

20.78 

24.03 

‘Girls'  shirts/bk)uses.'sweater 

30.19 

20.94 

4.47 

28.93 

36.40 

55.73 

67.22 

Girls’  skirts,  peints  . 

16.37 

11.46 

12.37 

15.81 

23.92 

24.70 

27.91 

Girls’  shorts,  shorts  sets  ...... 

6.41 

4  52 

5.81 

7.25 

7.10 

12.03 

9.62 

‘Girls’  active  sportswear  . 

9  32 

9.69 

3.04 

623 

9.77 

22.73 

19.94 

Girts'  urtderwear  and 

sleepwear  . 

5.92 

4  52 

4.77 

5.32 

8.10 

8.51 

11.05 

‘Girts’  hosiery . 

4  88 

3.68 

3.11 

3.94 

7.41 

11.90 

6.67 

‘Girts’  accessories  . 

4.03 

4.34 

2.19 

2.18 

3-59 

5.04 

12.81 

Girts’  uniforms  . 

t.46 

0.39 

0.23 

0.81 

2.79 

1.17 

4.59 

Girts’  other  clothing  . 

0.48 

0.25 

0.05 

0.53 

0.87 

1.19 

0.84 

Children  under  2 . 

63.60 

41.35 

40.49 

68.75 

96.77 

104.17 

95.15 

Infant  coat/jacket-snowsuit  9b  . 

3.02 

1.59 

2.64 

2.53 

5.41 

3.43 

4.94 

Infant  coaVjacket'snowsuit  9a  . 

0.15 

0.00 

0.04 

0.17 

0.25 

0.35 

0.24 

Infant  dresses/outerwear  9b  .... 

14.57 

9.48 

10.69 

16.01 

19.55 

21.14 

25.84 

Infant  dresses/outenMear  9a  .... 

0.41 

0.43 

021 

0.34 

0.66 

0.50 

0.79 

‘Infants’  underwear . 

36.68 

25.00 

21.97 

40.50 

58.19 

65.47 

47.23 

Infant  nightviear/loungewear 
9b  . 

3.13 

2.02 

1.45 

3.83 

4.73 

4.36 

5-20 

Infant  mghtwear.loungewear 
9a  . 

0.06 

001 

0.00 

0.10 

0.07 

0.12 

0.12 

Infant  other  clothing . 

2.10 

1.42 

1.31 

1.57 

2.80 

3.21 

4.66 

Infant  accessones  9b  . 

3.06 

1  25 

1.81 

3.48 

431 

4.82 

5.33 

Infant  accessones  9a  . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.01 

0.02 

0.01 

0.00 

Infant  hosiery . 

041 

0  17 

0.37 

0.22 

0.76 

0.76 

0.80 

•Footwear . 

204.13 

141.42 

205.46 

203.00 

253.61 

332.12 

299.98 

‘Men's,  footwear . 

62.95 

41.07 

76.93 

78.61 

78.10 

109.06 

72.77 

'Boys’,  footwear . 

18.19 

16.18 

9.58 

16.18 

30.82 

14.64 

32.55 

'’Women's  footwear  . 

104.54 

64  84 

110  99 

97.66 

124.35 

156.1 1 

162.71 

‘Girts’  footwear . 

18  46 

19.33 

7.97 

10.56 

20.33 

52.31 

31  g-. 

Other  apparel  products  and  serv¬ 
ices  . 

259.97 

152.73 

153.92 

1  234.41 

296.64 

343.22 

624.6C 

Matenal  for  making  clothes  . 

8.12 

6  03 

5.93 

9.10 

8.26 

10.87 

15.9C 

Sewing  patterns  and  notions  ... 

2.15 

1.44 

1.04 

2.22 

2.75 

2.87 

3.65 

Watches . 

21.65 

13.67 

15.33 

17.82 

29  45 

32.67 

45 .55 

1 10  35 

54.93 

1.31 

47.33 

2.01 

94  40 

127  09 

153.93 

318.74 

Shoe  repa'f.  other  shoe  sery- 

iCft  .  .  . . . . .  . 

3.46 

3.19 

4.34 

4.75 

8.1 

Coin-operated  apparel  laundry/ 
dry  clean  . 

3425 

43.52 

46.88 

41.09 

28.11 

27.33 

12.6j 

Apparel  alteration  arxl  repair  ... 

6.05 

3.29 

2.54 

4.69 

6.48 

6.95 

16.6f 

Clothing  rental  . 

4.77 

2.56 

220 

7.80 

5.77 

4.83 

8.9( 

Watch  arxl  lewelry  repair . 

5.72 

2.66 

3.10 

5.51 

8.94 

10.91 

10.8f 

Apparel  laundry/dry  clean  rx)t 
coin  oper . 

62.72 

23.14 

27.47 

47.83 

74.68 

86.84 

181.0( 

Clothing  storage  . 

0.75 

0.19 

0.10 

0.77 

0.78 

1.26 

2.4: 

Transportation  . . 

5.14021 

3.127.01 

3,840.91 

5,302.92 

6,704.50 

7,779.21 

9,714.7 

Vehicle  purchases  (net  outlay)  ... 

2.388.19 

1,413.38 

1  1,745  63 

2,485  58 

\  3.248  39 

1  3,83991 

4,573.4 
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APPENDIX  1.— Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

IBy  Income  Beto»e  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteiistecs  ol  aB  cof»umer  unrts,  Consumei  Expenditure  Survey  1988,  Feb.  13, 

1990) 


June  7, 1990 

Item 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Cars  and  trucks,  new  . 

1,391.73 

565.06  j 

984.79 

1J223.08 

1,894.51 

2,685.18 

3,007.38 

New  cars . 

991.60 

472.12 

675.40 

782.66 

1,565.37 

1,777.93 

2.163.34 

New  trucks  . . 

400.13 

92.94  1 

309.39 

440.42 

329.13 

844.04 

Cars  and  trucks,  used  . . 

971.12 

831.68  i 

750.44 

1,221.87 

1.330.29 

1,132.30 

1,504.86 

Used  cars . - . . . 

754.27 

641.07 

616.47 

863.43 

974.26 

926.36 

1587.37 

Used  trucks . . . 

216.85 

190.61  i 

133.97 

358.44 

205.94 

217.49 

Other  vehicles . 

25.34 

16.65 

10.40 

40.63 

23.59  i 

22.43 

6152 

New  nxjtorcycles _ _ 

5.21 

0.00 

0.00 

15.11 

0.00 

0.55 

1553 

New  aircraft . . . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Used  motorcycles  . 

15.86 

16.65 

10.40 

25.53 

23.59 

21.88 

17.57 

Used  aircraft . 

4.27 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

28.42 

Gasoline  arnl  motor  oil _ _ 

933.90 

639.11 

801.58 

974.84 

1,189.53 

1,328.42 

1,459.88 

Gasoline . . : . 

812.03 

563.62 

700.74 

1,037.67 

1,15251 

1537.62 

Diesel  fuel . 

12.01 

5.55 

5.31 

16.98 

13.33 

35.10 

Gasoline  on  out  of  town  trips  .. 

96.47 

58.26 

82.01 

118.25 

145.52 

171.41 

'Gasahol . . . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Motor  oil . . 

12.55 

10.76 

12.86 

13.24 

15.80 

1653 

1455 

Motot  oil  on  out  of  town  trips  ... 

0.85 

0.91 

0.66 

0.82 

1.13 

1.49 

Other  vehicle  expenses . . 

922.69 

1,137.30 

1,603JJ6 

1572.84 

2590.12 

3,046.42 

Vehicle  firrance  charges  . . 

284.70 

107.09 

172.61 

397.69 

485.81 

611.95 

Automobile  finarKe  charges 

196.25 

83.07 

140.63 

200.40 

275.36 

306.48 

412.11 

Truck  firrance  charges  . 

Motorcycle  and  plane  fr- 

71.94 

21.29 

29.70 

77.35 

107,00 

155.35 

144.14 

nance  charges . 

Other  vehicle  fmance 

1.67 

0.12 

0.39 

1.51 

3.20 

4.92 

2.34 

charges . 

14.85 

2.61 

1.89 

14.24 

12.13 

19.06 

53.37 

Maintenance  and  repairs . 

Coolant/additives/brakes, 

568.66 

405.19 

44994 

610.06 

656.51 

783.55 

trans  fluids  . . . 

7.15 

5.91 

7.62 

7.65 

8.94 

9.47 

8.01 

Tires  . . . . 

86.22 

55.96 

70.42 

84.47 

115.02 

134.28 

144.92 

*  Parts/equip/accessories . 

86.80 

99.08 

46.21 

92.07 

110.88 

99.54 

169.51 

'Vehicle  products . . 

3.92 

2.28 

2.52 

4.57 

6.07 

5.55 

7.35 

'Misc.  auto  repair/servicing  .. 

17.18 

9.56 

10.82 

27.74 

18.43 

28.65 

24.87 

Body  work  . 

34.71 

22.67 

29.98 

38.37 

32.79 

33.62 

84.44 

Clutch,  tfansmission  repair  .. 

34.54 

16.04 

32.54 

41.79 

43.59 

42.05 

6152 

Drive  train  repair  .  . 

7.58 

1.64 

4.70 

12.07 

6.41 

10.31 

16.45 

Brake  work . . . 

33.05 

19.72 

23.74 

32.66 

38.01 

48.21 

61.30 

Steering  repair  _ 

11.64 

7.18 

10.27 

12.11 

10.17 

23.19 

18.63 

Cooling  system  repair _ 

22.87 

17.79 

23.71 

21.85 

24.60 

31.59 

4258 

Motor  tune-up . . 

40.07 

26.28 

29.50 

35.55 

42.71 

54.54 

91.82 

Lubrication,  oil  change  . . 

Front  end  alignment,  wheel 

24.67 

17.90 

21.17 

24.21 

30.88 

32.99 

45  55 

balanoe . . . 

9.30 

4.12 

8.02 

9.91 

12.59 

11.68 

18.51 

Shock  absorber  replacement 

6.01 

2.55 

3.04 

7.11 

7.10 

15.43 

Brake  adjustment _ _ 

'Gas  tank  repair,  replace- 

4.75 

1.22 

3.57 

4.86 

559 

6.43 

11.02 

merit . . . 

Minor  repair/serve  out-of- 

0.09 

0.00 

0.01 

0.01 

0.01 

0.02 

0.52 

town  trip . . 

Repair  tires  and  other  repair 

1  92 

0.42 

0.77 

2.78 

1.01 

5.41 

2.84 

work  . .,1. . 

29.23 

18.16 

24.27 

31.48 

33  68 

43.76 

48.81 

Exhaust  system  repair  . 

14.55 

6.71 

18.06 

16.15 

16  86 

22.09 

19.92 

Electrical  system  repair . 

20.35 

12.22 

15.61 

22.14 

19.66 

34.50 

34.88 

Motor  repair/replacement  . 

63.53 

51.77 

55.00 

71,06 

62.61 

82.11 

112.89 

Auto  repair  service  policy . 

8.54 

6.01 

8.38 

9.44 

10.51 

16.46 

14.61 

Vehicle  insurance . 

Vehicle  rental  licenses  and 

515.06 

31432 

409.50 

544.70 

6a5.71 

72855 

958.57 

other  charges . 

184.14 

96.11 

105.26 

155.11 

252.94 

292.51 

420  08 

Leased  and  rented  vehicles  . 

68.54 

25.20 

27.47 

42.79 

%.33 

124.51 

195.33 

Auto  rental - - 

44.36 

19.82 

22.04 

28.67 

90.57 

110.70 

Auto  rental,  out-oMown  trips 

6.78 

4.07 

3.64 

4.97 

5.28 

15.25 

18.62 

Truck  rental . 

12.51 

0.54 

^2^ 

6.70 

22.25 

13.41 

45.13 

Truck  rental,  out-of-lown  trip 

3.99 

0  77 

0.23 

1.77 

2.33 

4.78 

17.45 

Motorcycle  rental ..... . . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.0C 

O.OC 

Aircraft  rental  . . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.09 

1.45 

0.26 

1.54 

Motorcycle  rental  out-of-town 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

000 

0.00 

1  026 
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.re  Survey  1988,  Feb.  13. 


June  7.  1990 


Item 

Total  com- 
p  ete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,090  and 
over 

Aircraft  rental'out-of-tcwn 

tips . 

0.40 

0.35 

0.59 

0.0 1 

0.22 

1.58 

State/kx^al  registration  . 

67.04 

45.21 

49.91 

70.39 

96  23 

99.31 

1 12.03 

Drivers  license  . 

6  59 

5.47 

6-43 

6.62 

9  23 

7.71 

9.58 

Vehicle  inspection . 

633 

5.13 

4.52 

6.17 

861 

9.70 

9-56 

Paritiog  fees . 

20.50 

8.41 

738 

14.30 

23.35 

30  90 

59  74 

•Tolls . 

5.96 

0  92 

2.04 

6.67 

6.82 

7.92 

18.48 

Tofis  on  out-of-town  tops . 

4.12 

1  80 

2.31 

3.79 

5.39 

6.29 

9  05 

Towing  charges  . 

5.05 

3.97 

5-21 

4  38 

6.97 

6.18 

6  32 

P’aWic  transportation  . . 

265  56 

151.82 

156.40 

239.14 

,293.73 

320.76 

634.96 

Airline  fares . 

176.01 

79  22 

69.55 

158.79 

193.56 

232.90 

471.55 

Intercity  bus  fares  . 

14.30 

11-67 

7.13 

12.41 

27  86 

10.82 

14  74 

Intracity  mass  transit  fares  . 

41.07 

44.70 

42-94 

38.53 

32.98 

34.12 

64.33 

Local  trans.  out  of  town  trips 

0  54 

0.20 

0.15 

0.50 

0.65 

1.04 

1.21 

Taxi  fares  on  trips  . . 

4.86 

1.76 

1.32 

4.47 

5.86 

9-39 

10.88 

Taxi  fares . 

5.89 

5.76 

5.59 

6.42 

8.41 

3.74 

7.36 

Intercity  train  fares . 

9.04 

3.31 

6.07 

8  18 

4  87 

14.49 

22.78 

Ship  fares  . 

13.00 

4,30 

3.37 

9.46 

19.05 

12.55 

39.62 

School  bus . 

0.86 

0.91 

0.29 

0.38 

0.49 

1.70 

2.48 

healthcare  . . 

1282.43 

1385.50 

1299.71 

1328.49 

1367.25 

1531.77 

1568.44 

Hea'th  insurance  . 

473.36 

480.42 

474.00 

537.14 

475.48 

543.90 

518.80 

Commercial  health  insurance  .. 

165.28 

118.03 

208.24 

195.72 

255.42 

207,76 

Blue  Ooss/Blue  Shield . 

116.52 

120,47 

102.86 

127.18 

114.09 

111 .37 

146.61 

Health  maintenance  plans 
(HMO’s)  . . 

48.48 

27.40 

44.11 

57.95 

67.51 

84.53 

66.81 

Medicare  paymerrts  . 

78.60 

130  87 

101,55 

71.71 

41.13 

31.51 

32.52 

Commercial  medicare  supple¬ 
ments  arxl  other  health  in¬ 
surance  . 

64.48 

83.66 

54.53 

72.07 

57.02 

61.07 

65.10 

Medical  services . 

512  73 

587.65 

487.31 

-  551.59 

676.69 

701.33 

Physician’s  services  . 

149  19 

147.96 

158.15 

160.54 

202.90 

205.76 

154  17 

Dental  services . 

150.89 

111.17 

96.11 

192.81 

211.77 

291.66 

Eye  care  services  . 

22  70 

2567 

11.56 

24.89 

24  45 

24,55 

37  32 

Service  by  other  than  physi¬ 
cians  . . . 

22  62 

11.11 

10.65 

32.64 

33.87 

28.23 

37.72 

Lab  test  xrays . 

26.78 

23.57 

29.34 

26.95 

25.75 

28.61 

43.93 

Nurse,  therapy/misc  medical 
service . 

4.21 

1.24 

-3.70 

1.59 

1  80 

1.01 

20.02 

Hospital  room  . 

54  96 

72  02 

71.99 

50  56 

28  43 

95.50 

82.57 

Hospital  services  other  than 
room . 

26.61 

57  38 

52.02 

28.83 

22.69 

39.94 

-0.69 

Care  in  convalescent  or  nurs¬ 
ing  home  . 

40.86 

129.58 

105.34 

4.48 

2.60 

18.57 

1 4.65 

•Repair  of  medical  equipment  . 

0.05 

0.00 

0.00 

0  00 

O.CO 

0.00 

Other  medical  care  services  .... 

1386 

7.94 

9.35 

6.19 

16.09 

22.77 

20.00 

Drugs . ' 

225.28 

255.13 

243.50 

216.93 

231.03 

*Non-prescnption  drugs . 

65.79 

71.19 

74.26 

86.34 

75.99 

72.99 

PrescriptKXi  drugs . 

159.49 

133.94 

!  170-27 

169.24 

163.91 

140.94 

158.04 

Medical  supplies . 

71,06 

62.30 

I  56,83 

60.54 

69.93 

94.24 

11728 

Eyeglasses  . 

45.18 

38.08 

44.92 

56.67 

64.90 

76.60 

•Topicals  and  dressing . 

•  14  40 

11.32 

10  29 

1 1 .33 

19.22 

24  24 

25  72 

Medical  equipment  for  genera! 
use  . 

5.29 

4.78 

4..32 

1.83 

4.67 

4.14 

5.12 

Supportive/conval  med.  equip  . 

5.70 

7.46 

\  4.81 

8.91 

0.65 

9.30 

Rental  of  medical  equipment ... 

0.50 

0.16 

0.61 

0.38 

047 

0.31 

0-55 

•Hearing  aids . 

000 

OOC 

000 

0.00 

O.OC 

0  00 

Entertainrrent . 

1348.90 

802.34 

1191.35 

1510.43 

1994.64 

3148.34 

Fees  and  admissions  . 

351  99 

139,16 

185  75 

41964 

525  52 

879.59 

Recreation  expenses,  out  of 
town  trips . . 

17.85 

6.68 

9.72 

19.86 

20,46 

26  40 

38-78 

Club  mernbership  dues  and 
fees . 

76.68 

31.73 

44.57 

57.91 

79.31 

90.82 

230.17 

Fees  for  participation  sports 

46.90 

22.19 

29.18 

46.82 

63  52 

68.77 

102.29 

Participant  sports  out-of- 
town  trips . 

18.96 

5.94 

9.50 

15.44 

23.16 

34.10 

44  73 

Movie,  theater,  opera,  ballet 

61.08 

29.29 

33.53 

50.31 

70.94 

82.33 

149  40 
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[By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  all  cortsumer  units.  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  1988.  Feb.  13, 

1990) 


June  7.  1990 

Item 

Total  conv 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

■ 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

■ 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Movie,  oth  admissions  out  of 

town . 

25.91 

9.78 

14,04 

28.74 

35.89 

37.17 

52.04 

Admission  to  sporting  events 

1963 

7.38 

975 

17.81 

18.39 

41.10 

46.63 

Admission  to  sports  events 

out-of-town . 

25.91 

9.78 

14.04 

28-74 

35.89 

37.17 

52.04 

Fees  for  recreational 

lessions . 

41.23 

9.71 

11.70 

51.63 

77  27 

124.72 

Oth  ent  serv,  out-of-town  trip 

17.85 

6.68 

9.72 

19.86 

28.40 

38.78 

Television,  radios  and  sourrd 

equipment  . 

422.50 

296.54 

322  08 

416.12 

493.78 

576.29 

788.05 

Televisiorrs  . 

295.95 

228.52 

244.28 

299.91 

344.82 

398.08 

509  85 

Communrty  antenna  or  cable 
tv . . . 

137.94 

110.11 

118.89 

142.38 

161.32 

184.08 

21851 

*  Black  and  white  tv  . 

2.84 

0.65 

0.00 

1.95 

16  41 

Color  tv — console . 

23.60 

16.77 

20.77 

28.58 

24.27 

31.30 

Color  tv — pxDitable/table 

model  . . 

43.50 

36.42 

37.50 

48.29 

39.51 

54.93 

71,38 

Vcr’s/video  disc  players  . 

47.70 

38.08 

36.49 

41.57 

69.42 

9551 

Video  cassettes/tapes/discs  . 

13.44 

8.31 

872 

11.97 

18.39 

21.56 

28.99 

Video  games  hardware/soft¬ 
ware  . 

14.88 

5.40 

7.91 

16.27 

17.25 

31.40 

29.94 

Repair  of  tv/radio/sound 

equipment . 

10.43 

8.54 

11.52 

8.32 

10.43 

15.74 

17.75 

Rental  of  televisions . 

1.61 

4.24 

2.48 

0.57 

1.49 

004 

Radios,  sound  equipment . 

126.55 

68.03 

77.80 

116.21 

148.96 

178.21 

278.21 

•Radios . 

4.84 

1.81 

1.57 

3.99 

7.25 

8.26 

11.80 

•Phonographs  ..; . 

0.53 

0.00 

0.40 

3  36 

•Tape  recorders  arrd  players 

10.50 

7.02 

7  43 

0.51 

0.96 

9.12 

27.49 

Sourxl  components/compo- 

nent  systems  . 

28.64 

22.73 

17.34 

35.08 

23.87 

45.24 

62.93 

•Misc  sound  equipment  . 

0.16 

0.55 

009 

0.24 

035 

•Sound  equip  accessories  ... 

4.29 

1.46 

1.12 

12.72 

4.33 

1.68 

677 

Record/tape  club . 

4.17 

2.18 

462 

3.63 

7.45 

6.14 

5.91 

Records,  tapes,  needles, 
styli  . 

25.86 

14.32 

15.10 

20.10 

29.81 

39.90 

57.19 

Rental  of  vcr/radio/sound 

equip . 

1.59 

0.70 

1.56 

1.98 

1.54 

0.39 

1.40 

Musical  instruments/acces- 

sories  . 

20.58 

3.32 

12.63 

13.86 

37.81 

24.77 

53.28 

Rent/repair  music  instru- 

1 

ments . 

2.12 

0.30 

1,16 

1.62 

1.95 

5.25 

Rental  of  video  cass./tapes> 
disc/films . 

23.27 

13.65 

1  15.18 

22.74 

33.76 

38.22 

42.49 

Pets,  toys  and  playground  equip 

242.26 

134.73 

1  182.82 

234.32 

336.90 

354.45 

457.26 

Pets . 

136.31 

77.25 

125.55 

183.79 

25908 

•Pet  food . ..; . 

66.61 

53.55 

46.56 

63.13 

93.51 

83.41 

108.50 

•Pet-purch/supplies/medicine 

25.23 

5.71 

43.99 

24.37 

29.83 

28.53 

49.96 

Pet  services  . 

10.64 

4.26 

4,40 

9.06 

14.74 

19.11 

26-24 

Vet  services  . 

33.84 

13.73 

24.94 

28.99 

45.71 

49.75 

74.38 

Toys,  games,  hobbies,  and  tri- 

167.96 

187.24 

cycles  . . . 

102.96 

57.26 

62.55 

107.09 

149.80 

Playground  equipment . 

2.98 

0.22 

0.38 

1.69 

3.31 

5.69 

10.94 

Other  entertainment  supplies. 

equip.,  serv . 

332.16 

231.90 

165.36 

231.39 

260.12 

538.39 

1023.44 

Unmotor  boats  and  trailers . 

24.02 

2.29 

0.00 

22.31 

7.09 

46.24 

96.99 

Boats  w/o  motor/boat  trailers 

18.32 

1.83 

000 

18.35 

4.76 

33.83 

7357 

Trailer/other  attachable 

campers . 

5.70 

0.46 

000 

*  3.96 

2.34 

12.41 

23.42 

Powered  sports  vehicles  . 

137.44 

168.02 

56.37 

51.83 

40.89 

217.35 

510.44 

Motorized  camper  coach/ 

134.38 

other  vehicles  . 

38.79 

83.50 

11.55 

1.65 

28.53 

22.53 

Purchase  of  boat  with  motor 

98.65 

84.52 

44.82 

50.19 

12.36 

194.81 

376.06 

Rental  of  sports  vehicles  . 

2.33 

0.00 

1.06 

1.43 

1.14 

3.90 

8.13 

Rental  norvcamper  trailer . 

0.06 

0.00 

0.23 

0.02 

0.09 

Boat/trailer  rent  out  of  town  .... 

0.94 

0.50 

0.02 

0.69 

1  3.17 

1.94 
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Appendix  1  .—Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  (CES)— Continued 

(By  Income  Before  Taxes:  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  all  consumer  units.  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  1988,  Feb.  13. 

1990] 


June  7, 1990 


Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  report¬ 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Rental  camper/oth  vehicles  on 
trips  . 

0.58 

0.00 

0.52 

0.30 

0.24 

0.57 

2.51 

Rental  of  boat . 

0.23 

0.00 

0.04 

0.00 

0.00 

0.16 

1.42 

Rental  of  campers  oth  r.v . 

0.52 

0.00 

0.00 

0.87 

0.19 

0.00 

2.17 

Outboard  motors  . 

1.28 

1.43 

1.35 

0.11 

0.51 

0.22 

5.79 

Docking^arxling  fees . 

5.33 

0.17 

2.51 

3.30 

3.12 

5.73 

20.20 

Sports  equipment . 

86.67 

27.99 

52.35 

82.59 

113.75 

136.51 

21 1 .99 

Athletic  gear/game  tables/ex. 
equip  . . 

34.85 

9.06 

26.36 

33.84 

38.39 

61.59 

85.92 

Brcycl^  — . . . 

12.28 

5.80 

6.60 

12.50 

17.62 

20.21 

23.55 

Campir^  equipment  . 

3.26 

1.35 

1.33 

1.45 

4.94 

4.43 

9.21 

Hunting  and  fishing  equipment 

15.91 

5.09 

11.57 

15.40 

22.84 

24.90 

36.25 

Winter  sport  equipment  . . 

4.86 

0.94 

2.24 

3.99 

5.69 

3.92 

16.95 

Water  sport  and  misc.  sport 
equiprrient  . 

13.20 

3.66 

4.03 

12.31 

22.46 

17.71 

34.87 

Rental/repair  of  misc  sports 
equipment  . 

2.31 

2.09 

0.22 

3.09 

1.80 

3.76 

5.25 

Photographic  equipment  and 
supplies  . . . . 

69.61 

28.16 

48.35 

67.06 

83.07 

119.31 

157.10 

Film . 

19.96 

9.29 

13.73 

20.05 

22.90 

32.28 

4361 

’Other  photographic  supplies  .. 

0.64 

2.38 

1.01 

0.26 

0.15 

0.24 

1.17 

Film  processing  . 

25.21 

10.72 

15.21 

23.97 

28.28 

41.48 

59.82 

Rent/repair  photo  equipment  ... 

0.24 

0.05 

0.42 

0.30 

0.27 

0.34 

0.47 

Photographic  equipment . 

15.43 

5.16 

728 

13.04 

20.47 

25.46 

40.91 

'Photographer  fees . 

8.12 

0.56 

10.71 

9.45 

11.00 

19.51 

11.12 

'Fireworks  . . . 

0.51 

0.99 

0.26 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

2.37 

'Souvenirs . 

0.44 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.49 

0.38 

2.15 

'Visual  goods  . . . 

0.76 

0.00 

0.00 

0.42 

0.67 

0.00 

3.83 

'Pinball,  electronic  video  games  . 

3.78 

2.87 

3.11 

2.34 

9.38 

8.74 

4.45 

Personal  care  products  arxl  services  . 

345.68 

249.04 

282.21 

324.70 

420.30 

478.79 

651.43 

Personal  care  products  _  . 

179.05 

136.69 

166.87 

169.79 

198.77 

245.49 

335.33 

'Hair  care  products  . . 

40.57 

34.79 

36.67 

•  37.36 

41.43 

56.30 

77.75 

'Non-elec  articles  for  the  hair  . 

4.26 

3.55 

2.64 

5.57 

4.31 

6.79 

8.37 

Wigs  arxl  hairpieces . 

1.07 

0.47 

0.91 

0.59 

1.50 

0.34 

2.71 

'Oral  hygierte  products,  articles  .. 

18.16 

13.60 

18.18 

16.89 

22.18 

22.44 

29.63 

'Shaving  rreeds . . . 

8.49 

8.31 

12.14 

8.22 

9.09 

11.31 

13.16 

'Comestic,  perfume,  bath  prep  ... 

77.63 

55.67 

73.62 

72.41 

90.11 

102.03 

148.23 

'Deodorant,  feminie  hygiene, 
misc.  pers  car . . . 

23.52 

17.79 

19.75 

23.84 

22.08 

38.47 

43.65 

Electric  personal  care  appliances 

5.35 

2.51 

2.95 

4.92 

8.07 

7.80 

11.83 

Personal  care  services  . . 

166.63 

112.35 

115.34 

154.91 

221.54 

233.30 

316.10 

'Personal  care  services/females  . 

89.35 

61.33 

58.80 

83.46 

127.40 

112.04 

174.08 

Personal  care  services/males . 

77.12 

50.83 

56.42 

71.27 

93.93 

120.95 

141.78 

Repair  of  personal  care 
applicarx^es . 

0.16 

0.19 

0.11 

0.18 

0.21 

0.31 

0.24 

Reading . 

152.49 

93.38 

113.87 

142.11 

185.46 

229.92 

287.41 

Newspapers  . . . 

63.99 

47.96 

53.05 

63.85 

72.82 

84.18 

105.97 

Magazirtes . 

38.92 

21.42 

31.03 

38.54 

45.36 

65.91 

71.63 

'Newsletters  . 

0.04 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.42 

0.00 

Book  thru  book  clubs . 

10.63 

6.87 

8.72 

8.86 

15.44 

16.33 

21.60 

Books  rx)t  thru  book  dubs  . 

35.24 

16.73 

20.13 

28.28 

48.03 

54.12 

79.39 

Encyclopedia  and  oth  sets  of 
refer  books . . . 

3.67 

0.40 

0.95 

2.57 

3.81 

8.97 

8.81 

Education . . 

324.43 

187.02 

118.84 

190.35 

322.81 

349.24 

835.73 

Sch  books,  supp  for  day  care, 
nursery,  oth . 

2.52 

1.44 

1.58 

1.30 

6.04 

2.25 

4.76 

College  tuition  . 

176.75 

91.59 

47.50 

99.69 

186.76 

125.89 

458.90 

Elementary/high  school  tuition  .... 

53.20 

6.10 

10.62 

25.10 

34.39 

97.91 

204.78 

Other  sch^  tuition . 

1529 

8.32 

17.55 

9.00 

13.94 

21.58 

31.48 

Oth  school  expenses  ind  rentals 

15.78 

14.42 

10.07 

10.77 

13.45 

22.64 

33.02 

Sch  bks/supplies  for  college  . 

26.56 

25.25 

17.75 

16.63 

24.53 

16.65 

41.08 

Sch  bks/supp  for  elem/high  sch  .. 

6.23 

5.70 

3.25 

5.64 

7.82 

9.59 

11.28 

'School  supplies,  etc. — unspec¬ 
ified  . . 

28.10 

34.20 

10.53 

22.22 

35.87 

52.73 

50.44 

Tobacco  products  and  smoking 
supplies . . 

242.33 

221.48 

250.05 

262.82 

292.87 

249.43 

270.28 
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APPENDIX  1. — CONSUMER  EXPENDITURE  SURVEY  (CES) — Continued 

[By  Income  Belore  Taxes;  Average  annual  expenditures  and  characteristics  of  all  corrsumer  units.  Consumer  Expenditure  Survey  1*^  Fee  13 

1990) 


June  7,  1990 


Item 

Total  com¬ 
plete  repiort- 
ing 

$10,000  to 
$14,999 

$15,000  to 
$19,999 

$20,000  to 
$29,999 

$30,000  to 
$39,999 

$40,000  to 
$49,999 

$50,000  and 
over 

Cigarettes . i . 

224.61 

197.67 

235.29 

244.22 

273.20 

230.82 

251.80 

Other  tobacco  products . 

15.28 

15.85 

13.94 

16.00 

17.99 

17.73 

17  12 

"Smoking  accessories . 

2.44 

7.96 

0.82 

2.60 

1.69 

0.88 

V37 

'Marijuana  . 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

000 

Miscellaneous  . 

597.58 

345.77 

474.63 

553.17 

769.62 

811.02 

•‘>82.12 

‘Miscellaneous  fees,  parimutuel 

losses . 

38.61 

20.23 

56  87 

26.40 

62.29 

47.69 

76  50 

Legal  fees . 

104.50 

81.84 

49.27 

>09.06 

133.34 

62.67 

255.98 

Funeral  expenses  . . . . 

49.32 

44.70 

82.98 

57.05 

13.57 

49.05 

>8  62 

Safety  deposit  box  rental  . 

5.69 

4.05 

361 

5.05 

5.86 

6.20 

>2.59 

Checking  accounts,  ^  oth  bank 

services . 

25.19 

16.23 

26  64 

28.95 

33.62 

3814 

31.99 

Cemetery  lots  or  vaults . 

17.66 

14.30 

25  91 

12.86 

13.74 

1252 

•■8.29 

Accounting  fees . j . . 

39.87 

18.96 

2a.72 

33.62 

52.32 

47  89 

,  93.19 

'Miscellaneous  personal  services 

23.02 

14.53 

■•661 

12.43 

39.32 

40.69 

47.86 

Finance  chgs.  exet.  mortgage 

veh . . 

203.45 

89.63 

149.53 

217.35 

284.11 

321.25 

40861 

Occupational  expenses . 

90.26 

41.30 

42.48 

50.40 

131.46 

>84.94 

218.49 

Cash  contributions  . . 

730.19 

352.83 

486.72 

529.28 

781.16 

956.30  i 

2102.92 

Cash  contri  norvCU  memb,  inclu 

alimony  and  students  at  coF 

lege  (Sec  22) . . . 

179.06 

64.23 

108.64 

>27.13 

209.98 

235.99 

549  04 

Gifts  non-CU  members  . 

149.99 

70.48 

52.77 

109.45 

161.57 

>62.57 

485  66 

Contributions  to  charities  . 

69.16 

13.23 

38  96 

32.84 

65.78 

99.80 

244  53 

Contributions  to  church  . 

295.54 

197.57 

276.14 

242.30 

322.49 

42381 

661.17 

Contributions  to  educa.  organiza- 

tions  . .'. . 

17.97 

1.07 

2.76 

2.95 

12.56 

12.48 

89.44 

Political  contributions  . 

7.29 

0.89 

1.75 

2.38 

6.73 

>0.74 

30.82 

Other  contributions . 

11.18 

5.37 

5  50 

12.23 

2.05 

10.90 

42.27 

Personal  insurance  and  pensions  .. 

2532.36 

682.85 

>373.19 

2097.59 

3266.30 

4542.32 

6883.06 

Life  and  other  personal  msur- 

ance . ...-. . 

324.17 

137.92 

280.62 

301.69 

354.87 

494.30 

729.64 

Life/endow/annuit/oth  pers  ins  . 

312.04 

132.62 

275.54 

290.33 

342.68 

468.16 

704  02 

Other  non-health  insurance . 

12.13 

5.30 

5.08 

11.36 

12.19 

26.13 

2562 

Retirement,  pensions,  social  se- 

curity  . . . 

2208.19 

544.93 

>092.57 

1795.89 

2911.44 

4048.02 

6153  42 

Deduction  for , government  re- 

tiremenf  . . . 

65.36 

4.38 

25.17 

48.33 

82.39 

119.99 

211.42 

Deductions  for  railroad  retire- 

ment . . . 

6.23 

0.00 

1.33 

024 

19.12 

16.29 

13  24 

Deductions  for  private  pen- 

sions . i..L . 

156.10 

11.73 

39  55 

64.28 

160.98 

328.55 

564.77 

Deductions  for  self-employ- 

ment  IRA’s  and: Keogh  plans 

297.28 

36.24 

78.45 

>81.88 

333.32 

494.25 

1049.52 

Deductions  for  social  security  . 

1683.21 

492.58 

948.07 

1481.16 

2315.63 

3088.94 

4314  48 

'  Components  of  income  eand  taxes  are  derived  from  "Complete  income  reporters”  only,  see  glossary. 


!  Appendix  2. — Market  Basket  Descriptions 

I 


Food  at  Home; 

Ground  Beef  . 

Round  Steak,  txinetess  . 

Round  Roast,  boneless 


Pork  Chops,  bone  tn 


Bacon,  sliced . 

Chicken,  whole  . 


Price  per  Lb  of  regular  ground  beef.  Average  see  package.  Loose,  pre-packaged.  Do  nof  price  lean. 
Price  per  Lb.  Average  size  package. 

1  St  choice;  Boneless  top  round  steak. 

2nd  choice;  Boneless  bottom  round  steak. 

Price  per  Lb.  Average  size  package, 
isf  choice;  Top  round  roast. 

2nd  choice;  Roiled  rump  roast 
Price  per  Lb.  Average  size  package. 

1st  choice:  Center  cut,  rib  chops. 

2nd  choice;  Loin  chops. 

Price  for  16  Oz  (1  Lb)  package  Oscar  Mayer  regular  sliced  bacon. 

Price  per  Lb  of  1  whole  fryer  chicken.  If  whole  fryer  nof  available,  price  a  wmole  fryer  chicken,  cm-up. 
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Appendix  2.— Market  Basket  Descriptions— Continued 


i 


r 

1 


Fish  filel,  frozen 


Tuna,  canned 


Lunch  meat 


Ham.  canned 


Frankfurters  ._. 

Eggs,  large . . 

Fish,  fresh . 

Milk.  2%  . 

Cheddar  Cheese 


Ice  Cream  ..... 
Bread,  white  .. 

Spaghetti,  dry 


Cereal 


Cookies  . . . 

Frozen  Waffles . 

Hamburger  Buns . 

Donuts . 

Apples,  fresh . 

Bananas,  fresh . 

Tomatoes,  fresh . 

Potatoes . 

Frozen  Orange  Juice 
Tomato  Juice  . 


Peaches,  canned 


Peas,  frozen . 

Green  Beans,  canned 
Orarrges,  fresh . . 

Lettuce,  fresh . 

Celery,  fresh . 

Fruit  Drink  . 


Soft  Drink 


Coffee,  ground 


Canned  Soup 


Snack  Food 


Price  per  Lb  of  frozen  ocean  whitefish  filet. 

1st  choice:  Cod  or  haddock. 

2nd  choice:  Regional  fish. 

Please  record  fish  type  in  comment  section. 

Price  for  6.13  Oz  can  chunk  light,  packed  in  water 
(Not  fancy  style.) 

1st  choice:  Star  Kist. 

2rKj  choice:  Chicken  of  the  Sea. 

Price  for  8  Oz  pkg.,  Oscar  Mayer. 

1st  choice:  bologna. 

2nd  choice:  cotto  salami  or  all-beef  bologna. 

Price  for  3  Lb  tin  of  canned  ham. 

1st  choice:  Hormel. 

2nd  choice:  Dubuque. 

Do  not  price  Hormel’s  supreme  cut  ham. 

Price  for  16  Oz  (1  Lb)  package,  Oscar  Mayer  all  beef  frankfurters. 

Price  for  one  dozen. 

Price  per  Lb  of  a  salmon  steak. 

Price  for  one  gallon  (128  fl.  Oz),  2%.  Lowest  priced  store  brand. 

Price  per  Lb. 

1st  choice:  Kraft  Cracker  Barrel,  mild  Cheddar  cheese. 

2nd  choice:  Kraft  Cracker  Barrel,  sharp  yellow  Cheddar  cheese. 

Price  for  '/z  gallon  of  Sealtest  vanilla  ice  cream.  Do  not  price  ice  milk. 

Price  for  1 6  Oz  loaf  of  a  regional  brand  of  sliced  white  bread.  Do  not  price  store  brand.  Please  record  brand  in 
comment  section. 

Price  for  16  Oz  box  or  bag  of  spaghetti. 

1st  choice:  Creamettes. 

2nd  choice:  Muehler’s. 

3rd  choice:  Golden  Grain. 

4th  choice:  American  Beauty. 

Price  for  box  of  Kellogg's  Com  Flakes. 

1st  choice:  18  Oz  box. 

2nd  choice:  Different  size  box  of  Kellogg's  Com  Flakes. 

Price  for  16  Oz  package  of  Nabisco  Oreo  Corbies. 

Price  Kellogg's  Eggo  Waffles,  price  12  waffle  package. 

Price  for  12  OZ  (340  G)  package  of  8  sliced  regional  brand  enriched  white  hamburger  buns.  Do  Not  Price  Store 
Brand.  Please  record  brand  in  comment  section. 

Price  for  box  of  12  Hostess  glazed  donuts. 

Price  per  LB  of  Red  Delicious  apples.  If  apples  are  priced  by  the  bag,  report  the  price  and  weight  of  the  bag — 
use  the  store's  scale  if  necessary.  Price  medium-size  apples  if  possible. 

Price  per  LB.  If  bananas  are  priced  by  the  bunch,  report  the  price  and  weight  of  the  bunch-use  the  store’s  scale  if 
necessary. 

Price  per  LB.  Price  medium-size  tomatoes  if  possible.  Do  Not  Price  Organic  or  ‘Hydro’  Fresh  Tomatoes. 

Price  for  10  LB  bag  of  lowest  priced  white  potatoes.  If  10  LB  bag  is  not  available,  substitute  nearest  size  sack. 

Please  price  potatoes  by  the  bag  since  potatoes  priced  by  the  pourxf  are  not  comparable  to  bagged  potatoes. 
Price  for  12  FL  OZ  (makes  48  FL  OZ)  can  of  Minute  Maid  frozen  orange  juice  corwentrate. 

Price  for  16  FL  OZ  can  of  tomato  juice. 

1st  choice:  Campbell's. 

2nd  choice:  Libby's. 

Price  for  16  OZ  can  of  sliced  yellow  cling  peaches. 

1st  choice:  Del  Monte. 

2nd  choice:  Libby's. 

Price  for  16  OZ  pkg.  of  Green  Giant  frozen  peas.  Do  Not  Price  Peas  With  Sauce. 

Price  for  16  OZ  can  of  cut  Del  Monte  green  beans. 

Price  per  LB  of  Florida  oranges,  if  oranges  are  priced  by  the  bag  or  by  the  orange,  report  the  price  and  weigh  a 
ba^— using  the  store’s  scale  if  possible.  Price  naval  m^ium-size  oranges  if  possible. 

Price  for  1  head  of  iceberg  lettuce.  If  lettuce  is  priced  by  weight,  report  the  price  and  also  report  the  weight  of  an 
average  head. 

Price  for  1  bunch  of  celery.  Do  Not  Price  Celery  Hearts. 

Price  for  46  FL  OZ  can. 

1st  choice:  Hawaiian  Punch. 

2nd  choice:  Hl-C,  regular. 

Price  of  2  L  (liter)  plastic  bottle. 

1st  choice:  Coca-Cola. 

2nd  choice:  Pepsi. 

Price  for  13  OZ  can  of  ground  coffee. 

1st  choice:  Folger’s  Drip  Grind. 

2nd  choice:  Maxwell  House. 

Price  for  one  can  Campbell's  soup. 

1st  choice:  Vegetcible  10’/fe  OZ. 

2nd  choice:  Chicken  Noodle  lO^A  OZ. 

Price  for  6  OZ  bag  or  box  of  potato  chips. 

1st  choice:  RuWes. 

2nd  choice:  Lays  Dip  CNfx. 
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SaH  . . 

Ketchup . 

Cooking  Oil 
Margarine  . 


Frozen  Dinoer  _ 

Jello  Gelatin  . . 

Baby  Food . 

Candy  Bar . 

Sugar,  granulated  . 

BoWed  Water  . 

Food  Away  From  Home; 
Breakfast . 

LurKh  . . 

Dinner  . . . . . 

Fast  Food  Lunch/Ornner 

Ice  Cream  Cone . 

Tobacco: 

Cigarettes,  king  size  . 

Alcohol: 


Price  tor  26  OZ  box  ot  lodced  salt 
1st  choice:  Morton. 

2rxl  choice;  Ivory 
3fd  choice:  Private  Label. 

Price  tor  28  OZ  plastic  squeeze  bottle  ot  ketchup 
tst  choice:  Heim. 

2nd  choice;  Del  Nkmte. 

Price  for  48  FL  OZ  bottle. 

1st  choice:  Crisco. 

2nd  choice:  Wesson. 

Price  for  1  LB,  four  sticks. 

1st  choice;  Blue  Bonnet. 

2rxt  choice;  Porkay. 

Price  for  11.5  OZ  (32S  G)  Swansorr-Turkey,  whipped  potatoes,  peas,  and  fruit  compote,  frozen  dinner 
Price  for  3  OZ  box  of  Jello  Gelatin  dessert. 

Price  for  one  4.0  OZ  jar  of  Gerber  Second  Foods  strained  vegetable  or  fruit. 

Price  for  one  2.07  OZ  Snickers  candy  bar.  If  not  available,  price  most  popular  brand  of  same  size. 

Price  for  5  LB  bag  of  granulated  cane  or  beet  sugar,  lowest  price  avaiiatto.  Do  Not  Price  Generic  Sugar. 

Price  for  one  gallon  (store  brand)  (128  FL  OZ)  bottled  spring  water.  Do  Not  Price  Sparkling  or  Distilled  Water 

Price  for  typical  breakfast,  such  as.  bacon  and  2  eggs  or  waffles,  coffee  arxf  jutce.  Report  percentages  added  tor 
tax,  tip  and  service  charge. 

Price  for  typical  lurx:h,  such  as,  chefs  salad  or  cheeseburger  platter  and  smalt  soft  drink.  Report  percentages 
added  for  tax,  tip  arxl  service  charge. 

Price  for  typical  dinner,  such  as.  New  'fork  strip  or  seafood  platter  and  coffee.  Report  percentages  added  for  tax, 
tip  and  service  charge. 

Average  price  of  a-meal  at  a  fast  food  estabteshmerri  Price  tor  typical  meal,  such  as.  Big  Mac  or  Whopper,  me¬ 
dium  trench  tries  and  medium  coke. 

Price  for  regular  (or>e  scoop)  vanilla  ice  cream  cone. 

Price  for  1  carton  (200  cigarettes)  of  Winston  fitter-kings  soft  peck.  Do  No!  Include  Sales  Tax. 


Beer  at  Home . 

Wine  at  Home _ 

Beer  Away . . . 

Wine  Away . 

Furnishings,  Household  op¬ 
erations: 

Appliance  repair  . 

Housekeeping  Services 


Moving  . 

Toilet  Tissue 


Pen . . 

Postage _ _ 

Laundry  Soap . 


Plant  Food . 

Bed  Sheet  Set 


Bath  Towell  . 

Living  Room  Chaa 


Bedroom  Group  .... 
Dining  Room  Table 


Price  for  a  six-pack  of  12  C1Z  cans  of  Budwetser  (Puerto  Rico— 10  OZ).  Do  Not  Price  Refrigerated  Beer 
Price  for  750  ML  of  GaUo  white  chablis  bianc. 

Price  for  glass  of  Budweiser/Miller  Lite  beer.  List  percent  for  tax. 

Price  of  house  white  wine.  List  percent  for  tax. 


Price  to  replace  oven  thermostat  oorrtrof  for  Maytag  Model  «CRE9400.  Include  hourly  rate,  trip  charge  and  parts 
cost  Part  Number  #7430P010-60. 

Price  per  hour  for  bi-weekly  cleaning  House  approximately  2.000  sq.  ft.  Farntiy  size  tour.  Please  complete  items 
in  the  Comment  Section.  Services  irx:lude  the  following 
Bathroom{s)— Sanitize  walls,  floor,  counter  tops,  bathtub,  stool 
Kitchen — Unitize  walls,  floor,  counter  tops,  cabinets,  appliances 
Living  Room  &  Dining  Roorrv— Dust,  polish  furniture  and  vacuum 
Bedrooms — Dust,  polish  furniture  and  vacuum, 
ft  other  services  are  included,  please  note 

Price  per  hour  for  a  withirvcity  rrwve,  two  men  with  enclosed  van.  Include  any  van  rental  fees. 

Price  for  a  4  roll  pack 
1st  choice:  Cottonelle. 

2nd  choice:  Northern. 

Price  lor  10  pack  Bic  round  Stic  medium  pen. 

Price  for  First  Class  postage  for  a  letter. 

F>rice  for  100  FL  OZ  of  liquid  household  laundry  detergent 
1st  choice;  Tide. 

2nd  choice;  Cheer. 

Price  for  8  OZ  container  ot  indoor  plant  food. 

1st  choice;  Miracle  Grow. 

2nd  choice;  Peters. 

j  Price  tor  one  set  queen-size  no-iron  cottorv  &  polyester  percale  sheets  f180  thread  count).  One  set  consists  ot 
one  fitted  sheet,  one  flat  sheet  and  two  pillowcases.  Do  no*  price  designer  sheet  sets.  Price  sheef  sets  with 
minimum  design. 

Price  for  a  27x50  inch  Cannon  Portofino  bath  lowel  made  of  100%  cotton. 

Price  tor  a  recbner  chair,  that  is  button  becked  with  base  construction  ot  15  zigzag  springs. 

1st  choice:  Lane. 

2nd  choice:  Lazy  Boy. 

Do  Not  Price  Speoa)  Order  Fabric. 

Price  lor  nightstand,  headboard,  5-drawer  chest,  triple  dresser  with  mirror.  SoM  wood  fop,  front  mirror  frame  ana 
headboard.  Veneer  sides.  Drawer  construction  should  have  French  dovetai  joints  and  dust  plate 
Price  for  table  with  center  pedestal  and  four  standard  double  rung  chairs.  Table  should  have  veneer  top  and  dou¬ 
ble  runners  for  leaves  with  both  portions  of  the  table  moveable. 
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wit  asriinq  Machine 


K.tcnen  Range 


Refngerator  . 

vacuum  . 

TiKO-siice  Toaster . . 

Casserole  Dish  Set  . . 

China . . . 

e'ectnc  Dnil  . 

Lawn  Trimmer  . . . 

Red  Roses.  Fresh  Cut  .. 
Hammer  . 


uVindoiw  Shade 
Toilet  Lid  Cover 
Clothing; 

Man's  Suit  . 

Man's  Jeans 


Ma'i's  Dress  Shirt 


Man's  Jacket 
iSoy’s  Jeans . 


6*3^ '»  Shirt 


Man's  Urniershirt . 

vV  jnxjfT's  Dress . 

w'l  sman's  Blouse  ...; . 

w*«cman's  Slacks  . 

W'l  Oman’s  Sweater . 

vV'ornan’s  Jacket . . 

Woman's  Accessories  ... 


Pnce  for  large  capacity  wasnmg  rrachme  with  4  water  temperatures,  3  wash  cycles  (regular,  permanent  press  .4 
knits/delicatei.  white  porcelain  tub,  seif-ciean  lint  filter,  fabrc  softener  dispenser  and  2  speed  combinations 
1st  choice:  Maytag  Model  itLAT7793 
2nd  choice;  General  Electnc  Model  aWWA7600R 
3rd  choice:  Whirlpool  Modei  #LLR6233A 

Pnce  tor  30-inch  electrrc  range  with  upswept  cooktop,  removaoie  co<i  elements,  electronic  ciock  with  timer,  oven 
light,  delay-start  cook  control,  storage  drawer,  selfcleaning  oven  wth  fno  oven  racks  and  a  porcelain  enamel 
broiler  pan. 

1st  choice;  Maytag  Model  #CRE9400 

2nd  choice:  General  Eiecfrx:  Model  )»vJBP5565 

3rd  choice;  Whirlpool  MoOei  itSF385PXYW 

Pnce  for  no-frost  top-mount  2i  cubic  ft  refngerator  with  reversible  doors  aind  a'lergy  saver  switch.  4  split  glass 
shelves,  fixed  glass  cnsper  sneif  with  2  sealed'moisture  corrtrolied  crisper  drawers,  double  wall  meat  drawer 
Door  contains  2  covered  dairy  compartments.  1  deep  fixed  bm.  4  deep  adiustabie  bms.  Freezer  has  2  adjust¬ 
able  wire  shelves.  2  deep  fixed  door  bins  and  4  ice  trays 

1st  choice;  Maytag  Model  »RTD2’00CAE.  , 

2nd  choice:  General  Electnc  Mooei  *TBX22PAS.  i 

3rd  choice:  Wh/rfpool  Model  aET22RKXZ. 

Pnce  for  upnght  vacuum  cleaner  with  6.5  amps.  120  volts,  six  aoove-the-floor  attacnments.  height  adjustment. 

regular  bag  and  20-foot  cord 
1st  choice;  Eureka  Model  #9334 AT. 

2nd  choice:  HooverModei  #04671-910. 

Price  for  two-slice  toaster,  chrome  body,  wide  slot  with  pastry  defrost  setting 
1st  choice;  Proctor-Silex  Modei  #T620B. 

2nd  choice:  Black  &  Decker  Model  #T200. 

Pnce  for  Coming-Ware  tno  casserole  set  with  1  QT.  1.5  QT.  and  2  QT  dishes  and  3  covers  (two  plastic  covers 
and  one  glass). 

Price  for  the  Coreiie  Impressions  line  Abundance  pattern  tableware  set.  Set  consists  of  20  pieces;  4  dinner 
plates,  4  luncheon  plates.  4  bowls,  4  cups,  and  4  saucers.  The  pattern  <s  beige  with  a  fruit  and  flower  motif. 

Price  for  6.0  volt  reversible  cordless  electric  drill  with  overnight  recharge 
1  St  choice;  Black  &  Decker  Model  «CD2000. 

2nd  choice:  Skil  Model  #2305. 

Price  for  gas  powered  3i  CC  two-cycle  engine  single  line  lawn  tnmmer  with  a  ?  7  i.nch  wide  cut, 

Pnce  for  one  dozen  tong  stemmed,  fresh  cut  red  roses. 

Price  for  Stanley  curved  ciaw  hammer  with  a  16  OZ  head,  wood  handle,  high  carbon  steel  head,  black  finish 
Overall  length  IS’A'’. 
tst  choice;  Model  #51616. 

2nd  choice;  Model  #51416. 

Pnce  HTch  wide  window  shade. 

Pnce  for  Cannon  Portofino  standard  toilet  lid  cover  made  of  !00“’o  nylon, 

Pnce  for  two-piece  smgie-breasted  business  suit  of  the  type  generally  worn  to  the  orfice.  Conservatively  colored 
and  styled  with  a  fabric  tkend  of  45%  wool  and  55%  polyester 
Pnce  of  straight  leg  regular  fit  jeans. 

1st  choice:  Levi's  #505 
2nd  choice;  Lee  regular  fit. 

Do  Not  Price  Bleached  Jeans 

Pnce  for  white  or  solid  color,  tong  sleeve,  button  cuff,  plain  collar  dress,  shirt,  approximately  35%  cotton.  65%  pol¬ 
yester.  A  dress  shirt  will  have  exact  collar  and  sleeve  sizes.  Example:  t5''2  collar,  34  sleeve. 

Possible  brands;  Arrow,  Van  Heusen. 

Pnce  for  unlined  Levr’s  (ean  jacket.  Cotton  denim  with  button  front,  rwo  chest  pockets  and  fwo  side  pockets. 

Price  of  loose  fit  jeans  (size  8-’ 4) 

1  St  choice:  Levi’s  #560. 

2nd  choice:  Lee  loose  fit. 

Pnce  for  screervjwinted  l-snirt  commonly  worn  by  boys  ages  8  through  *0  years  (size  7-'4)  Pullover  with  crew 
neck,  short  sleeves  and  polyester/cotton  blend. 

Possible  brand:  Ocean  Pacific. 

Price  for  white  100%  cotton  undershirts  with  short  sleeves,  set  cf  ttiree  if  not  m  set  of  three.  rep<art  the  number  o' 
undershirts  in  package. 

Possible  brands;  Hanes,  Fruit  ot  the  Loom. 

Price  of  misses  mid-sleeve  shirt  waist  dress  aoptopnate  for  office  attire.  Exclude  any  unusual  omamentalion.  The 
dress  should  be  unlmed  and  100%  rayon. 

Possible  brands;  Stewart  Allen.  Lesley  Fay. 

Price  of  100%  polyester,  white,  tong  sleeve,  button  front  blouse  with  minimum  trim. 

Possible  brands;  Wrapper.  Girls,  Girls.  Girls. 

Pnce  for  misses  unlined  slacks  aporopriate  for  office  attire  The  slacks  should  be  a  D*end  of  cotton  and  polyester 
without  a  belt. 

Possible  brands:  Donnkenny,  Alfred  Gunner. 

Pnce  for  100%  cotton,  crew  neck  sweater  with  nb  knit  cuffs  and  bottom.  Exclude  any  unusual  ornamentafon  or 
patterns. 

Pnce  for  unlmed  windbreaker 

Price  for  sjDlit-gfain.  cowhide  leather,  checkbook  clutch  wallet. 

Possible  brands;  Michael  Stevens.  Mundi. 
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Girl’s  Dress  . . . . 

Gill’s  Jeans  . 

Girl’s  Blouse . 

Infant’s  Sleeper  . 

Disposable  Diaper . 

Man’s  Shoes _ 

Woman's  Shoes . 

Jewelry  . 

Coin  Laundry . 


Price  of  cottor\  blend  long-sleeve  dress  aporopriate  for  school  Exclude  extra  omamentafiorv  Foi  gw  Is  aaes  8 
through  10  (size  7-14). 

Possible  brands:  Carter's. 

Price  of  Levi's  #902  basic  relaxed  taper  jean,  two  back  pockets  and  two  front  pockets.  For  girls  ages  8  tTifoogh 
10  (size  7-14). 

Price  of  cotton  blend,  white  or  solid  color,  long  sleeve,  button  front  blouse.  For  girls  ages  8  through  10  (size  7- 
14). 

Possible  brands:  This  Side  Up. 

Price  for  orre-piece  sleeping  garment  wrthi  legs,  covenng  the  body  including  the  feet. 

Possible  brands:  Gerter,  PlaysHool 

F^ice  tor  44  count  package  Pampers,  |cf»ld  12-18  LBS).  Do  Not  Price  Larger  Size  Diapers 

Price  for  100%  leather  wing  tips. 

Possible  brarxis:  Bostonian.  Johnson  and  Murphy. 

Price  for  woman’s  pump  style  shoes  with  enclosed  heel  and  toe,  feather  uppers  and  the  rest  of  man-made  mate 
rials.  Heel  height  should  be  approximately  two  inches. 

Possible  brands:  9  West,  Candies. 

Price  for  one  pair  6mm  14k  gold  ball  earrings  lot  pierced  ears. 

Price  for  one  load  of  lauridry  using  a  regular  size,  top  loading  commercial  washing  machine.  DO  NOT  INCLUDE 
COST  OF  DRYING. 


Dry  Clean  Man’s  Suit  .... 
Domestic  Service: 

Day-Care . 

Babysitter,  per  hour  . 


Professional  Services: 

Legal  Services  . 

Accounting  Services  . 

Personal  Care: 

Woman’s  Cut  and 
Styled  Blow  Dry 

Man’s  Haircut . 

Lipstick  . 


Shampoo  . 

RecreaiBort 

Bowling . . . 

Golf  . 

Movie  Theater  . 

Health  Club  . 

Piarx)  Lessons _ 

Video  Rental _ 

Video  Recorder _ 


Compact  Disk . 

Compact  Disk  Player  .... 


Coioi  Television 


Elasic  Cable  Service  — 

Veterinary  Services _ 

Pet  Food  . . . — 


Film  Developing  . 

Camera  Film _ 

Tennis  Balls - 


Board  Garrie 

Book . 

Magazine  .... 


Price  to  dry  clean  a  man’s  2-piece  business  suit  of  typicat  fabric. 

Price  for  one  month  of  day-care  lor  a  three-year-old  child  (5  days  a  week,  about  8  hours  per  day).  If  monthly  rate 
is  not  available,  price  per  week. 

Average  hourly  rate  for  one  child,  age  four  years,  evening,  before  midnight  fFeenager  in  your  home.)  Do  Not 
Price  Babysitting  Service.  Special  Instructions:  If  typical  for  your  area,  you  may  wish  to  obtain  quotes  from 
friends/acquaintances  in  your  area  who  use  teenager  babysitters. 

Hourly  rate  for  general  counsel. 

Hourly  rate  for  individual  tax  work  (not  business). 

“Regular  service”  price  for  a  woman’s  cut  and  styled  blow  dry.  Include  wash.  NO  CURLING  IRON  IF  EXTRA 
CHARGE. 

Price  of  a  man’s  typical  haircut.  Do  not  include  wash 
Price  for  one  tube  of  Revlon  lipstick. 

1st  choice:  Moondrops. 

2nd  choice:  Super  Lustrous. 

Price  for  15  FI  Oz  bottle  of  Revlon  Flen  shampoo  for  normal  hair. 

Price  for  1  game  of  open  (nor  non-league)  bowting  or>  Saturday  night  Exclude  cost  of  shoe  rental 
Price  for  18  holes  of  golf  on  a  weekend.  If  only  9  hole  rate  b  available,  report  Mice  the  price.  If  only  daily  rate  is 
I  available  (unlimited  number  of  holes),  report  the  Saturday  or  Sunday  rate. 

Typical  adult  price  for  regular  length  evening  fUnrv  Fteport  weekerxl  evening  price  it  different  from  weekday. 

,  Price  for  regular  individual  membershtp  for  1  year  for  existing  member.  Do  not  Include  any  imtal  fees  assessed 
only  to  new  members.  If  yearly  rate  b  not  available,  price  per  month. 

FYice  for  prr.ate  lesson  for  a  be^ner  one-half  hour  in  length. 

Fhice  to  rent  one  video  tape  of  recently  released  movie.  Saturday  mghl  (l  day)  rate.  Non-member  fee. 

Pfice  for  VCR  with  4  video  heads,  double  azimuth,  unified  TVA/CR  remote,  one-year  eight  event  timer,  auto 
tracking,  LED  display,  and  HFFt  stereo. 

1st  choice:  Zenith  Mocfel  #VRL4110. 

2nd  choice:  Sony  Model  #SLV700HF. 

Regular  price  for  a  current  best-selhng  CD.  No  sale  Price,  Do  not  pnce  double  CO. 

Example:  Janet  by  Janet  Jackson,  Unplugged  by  Rod  Stewart 
Please  record  title  in  comment  sectioa 

Price  5  disc  CD  player  with  rotary  changer  system,  10  key  access,  32  track  programmng.  8  times  oversampling, 
and  a  remote. 

tst  choice:  Sony  Model  #CDPC535. 

2nd  choice:  ParTssontc-Technics  Model  iirSLP0847. 

Price  for  20“  table  rrxxJel  color  TV  with  a  renxjte,  auto  cirannet  search,  closed  captions,  sleep  bmer.  orv screen 
channel/tjme  arxf  menus,  channel  ffasriback,  and  181  channel  tuning. 

1st  choice:  Zenith  Model  #SLS2049. 

2nd  choice:  Sony  Model  (»KV20TS29. 

Price  lor  one  month  of  basic  cable  channel  TV.  Do  Not  include  Hookup  Charges  or  Premium  Chanels 
Typical  fee  for  general  office  visit  for  a  hfeartworm  test  tor  a  small  dog  kicfude  the  cost  of  the  office  vteit 
Price  of  5.5  OZ  can  of  cat  tood 
tst  clioica’  Purma. 

2nd  choice.  9  Lives. 

Price  to  process  and  pnn»  35  miHmetef ,  24  exposure,  100  ASA  cokxr  Single  Pnnts  Only  Please 
Price  for  35  milSimetef,  24  exposure,  100  ASA  Kodak  camera  film 
Price  lot  can  of  three  heavy-duty  leit,  yellow,  tennis  ba^ 

1st  choice:  Wilson. 

2nd  choice:  Pena 

Pnce  for  Monopoky  board  qa.me  by  Parker  B-mthers.  Do  Not  Price  Dehixe  Editioa 
Price  for  top  ten  best  selling  paperback  book. 

Pnce  for  a  single  copy  of  Time  magazine. 
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Local  Ne'ixsoapei’  . 

iViscena.'ieous  e*oense  ccktv- 
pooent; 

Pain  Reuewer  . 

retracyciioe.  p'escnp- 
Oon. 

Ootometnst.  office  visit 
Oentist.  dean  and  cneck 
teeth, 

C'Xtor.  office  visit  . . 


Hosoitai  Room 


HoijSing-^iated  component: 

Bathroom  Cauikmg  . . 

Computation  of  Eiectnc 
Bill 


Computation  of  Gas  Bill  j 

Computation  of  Water 
Bill 
f 

i 

Electrical  Outlet  . . . 

Eie<Sncal  Worv . . 

Fire  Ertinguisner  . 

Intenor  Parting . ..... 

l-ite>»  Intenor  Pant . 


Pest  Control  .. 
Undog  Dram 

Hitchen  Faucet 


Rea)  Estate  Taxes 


Long  DistarKe  Tese- 
phcne. 

Telephone  Service . 

Homeowner  Insurance  . 


Renter  (nsurance 


Appendix  2.— Market  Basket  Descriptions — Continued 

Pnce  for  one  year  of  tne  most  common  DAILY  paper  (including  Sunday  ed  t’on)  distnbutel  m  the  area.  Report  the 
name  of  the  newspaper  «n  the  comment  section. 


Price  for  60  taOleis  of  extra-strength  Tylenol.  Do  Not  Pnce  Caplets  or  Geicaps. 

Pnce  of  40  capsules  of  tetracyci  ne.  250  milligram  strength.  Report  pnce  for  most  common  national  brand  soid 

Typical  fee  for  visual  analysts  tnciudihg  tonometry,  refraction  and  glaucoma  3C.'eenirig 

Charge  for  x-rays,  exam  and  prophylaxis  (light  scaling  and  polishirig)  or  '‘aeanirg  o*  teeth'  witnou  speciai  treat¬ 
ment  of  gums  or  teeth.  Do  Not  Pnce  initial  Visit. 

Typical  fee.  after  the  initial  visit,  for  an  office  visit  when  medical  advice  or  simple  treatment  is  needed.  Do  not  in¬ 
clude  the  charge  for  a  regular  physical  examination,  miections.  med»cat"or^  or  «ab  tests  (roijtihe  bnef  visit)  Pnce 
General  Practitioner.  Do  Not  Pnce  Specialist. 

Daily  charge  for  a  private  room.  Include  food  and  ro-utme  care  Exclude  cost  of  ocernt  rig  rocm.  surgery,  medictne 
and  lab  fees. 


Please  price  an  6-ounce  tube  of  white  bathroom  caulking,  most  ooodar  b'S'd. 

Average  monthly  consumption 

Customer  service  charge  (single  phase  service) 

Cost  for  first  KWH: 

Cost  for  over  first  KWH: 

Other  Items  included  on  bill: 

Comments: 

Average  monthly  consumpt’on 
Customer  service  charge: 

Cost  for  first  Cu.  Ft.: 

Cost  for  over  first  Cu.  Ft; 

Other  items  included  on  bill; 

Comments: 

Average  nnonthly  consumption 
Customer  service  charge: 

Cost  for  first _ Gallons: 

Cost  (or  over _ Gallons 

Other  items  included  on  bill; 

Comments: 

Please  pnce  a  2-piug  grounded  etectncal  outlet.  Medium  pnced.  Pnce  ster  pack  or  cardboard  mounted  (mdivid- 
ually  packaged).  Do  Not  Pnce  Loose  Electric  Outlet. 

Possible  brands:  GE.  Levrtron 

Price  to  add  circuit  breaker  for  dishwasher.  Cut  %  inch  hole  m  wooden  floor  for  cab>e  Conriect  dishwasner  di¬ 
rectly  to  power  box  (power  box  is  easy  to  reach).  Exclude  Cost  of  Matera's 
Please  price  a  fire  extinguisher  with  a  UL  ratirg  of  10BC,  2.5  pound  sue 
Suggested  brand:  KicJde. 

Pnce  to  paint  12  14'  livirg  room  with  8'  ceilings.  Wails  are  plaster  or  drywa'i  m  good  repair  Two  standard  sized 
sash  windows,  one  picture  window,  one  standard  wood  door.  Rooms  have  simple  wood  baseboards  and  tnm. 

/  Existing  paint  is  latex.  Rat  wnite.  smooth  finish,  about  three  years  oid  Tnm  paint  is  latex,  white,  gloss  enamel, 
about  th.'ee  years  cW.  Walis  and  trim  require  no  surface  preparatior*  Obtain  (abor  rate  per  hour,  fiat  charge  «f 
any,  and  estimated  time  to  complete  |Ob. 

Please  p^ice  one  gallon  white,  mtenor  flat  latex  paint  Price  a  nafionai  brand  i*;Sh  one  coat  coverage 
Possible  brands:  Dutch  Boy,  CltdOen. 

Price  for  basx:  pest  control  nnaintenarice  (one  visit)  Pnce  folic  w-up  maintenance  only,  not  tne  initial  appiicati->r 
Pnce  to  undog  kitchen  sink  dram  by  mechanica!  means  (snake,  auger,  etc ).  Only  include  pioe  removal  to  access 
trap  if  necessary. 

Price  a  Feeriess  sirgsa  contrci  cnrome-piated  faucet  w  th  spray.  Faucet  is  soig  brass  and  stainless  stee«  quaisty 
i  construction  with  copcer  waterways,  wasnerless  design  and  triple  chrome  p  ating.  Warranted  for  as  long  as  the 
j  home  is  owned. 

I  Call  the  local  tax  assessor  office  anct'or  local  tax  coilectordreasurer  for  each  livmg  community  in  the  report  Pe- 
1  quest  the  current  real  property  tax  rate,  any  speaal  charges  that  are  added  to  the  tax  bill  and  any  homestead 

[  credits  that  might  be  deducted  from  the  bill.  Ask  when  properties  were  last  assessed  and  what  base  year  tax 

I  rate  should  be  applied  to  Request  information  as  to  what  month  rates  are  certified  and  when  bills  are  mailed. 
1  Verify  any  sgnificant  increases  or  decreases  from  previous  records 

!  Price  the  cost  of  a  10  minute  call  received  or  a  weekday,  at  eacn  liOi;a5on  at  8:00  p.m  (local  time);  direct  dial 

from  the  location  being  surveyed  to  each  of  the  following  cities;  New  York.  Chicago  and  Los  Angeles  inciijde 

any  federal,  state,  local  or  excise  tax  that  is  applicable 
Ootain  monthly  cost  for  unmeasured  service,  for  touchtone  service,  ard  toi'  tax. 

For  each  living  community  surveyed  based  on  income  level,  secure  trie  annual  p'-emium  tor  HO-2  type  coverage. 
If  the  company  does  not  refer  to  the  coverage  as  HO-2.  obtain  the  cost  for  a  midRevei  coverage  (i.e.,  in-be¬ 
tween  a  comprehensive  coverage  and  a  basic  coverage),  contents  not  at  replacement  cost,  that  covers  "named 
perils  on  building  and  contents,"  Some  companies  refer  to  this  as  their  “standard  homeowner’s  coverage." 

For  each  living  community  surveyed  based  on  income  level,  provide  renter  housing  profile  and  insurance  cost 
(semiannual  or  other)  Assume  HO-4-type  coverage 
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Homeowners 

The  proxies  for  each  of  the 
home  sizes  costed  are  as 
follows; 

Low  . 

Mid  . 

High . . . 

The  worksheet  components 
for  data  collection  are  as 
follows; 

(1)  Address 

(2)  Selling  Price 

(3)  Sate  Date 

(4)  Age 

(5)  Room  Count  {broken 
down  into  bedrooms 
and  baths) 

(6)  Square  Footage 

(7)  Price  Per  Square 
Foot 

Information  was  collected 
through  various  sources— 
Real  Estate  Professionals, 
Appraisers.  MLS  data,  as¬ 
sessors’  offices  and  pri¬ 
vate  sources. 

Data  Collection  for  Aged 
Mortgages 

The  worksheet  components 
for  data  collection  for  aged 
mortgages  are  as  follows; 

(1)  Address 

(2)  Selling  Price 

(3)  Sale  Date 

(4)  Age 

(5)  Room  Count  (broken 
down  into  bedrooms 


900  (Sq.  Ft.) 
1,300  (Sq.  Ft.) 
1,700  (Sq.  Ft.) 


and  baths) 

(6)  Square  Footage 

(7)  Price  Per  Square 
Foot 

Transportation  Component 

Vehicles . 


Base  Price . . . 

Options . 

Fees  . 

Taxes  . 

Specifications  . 

Depreciation . 

Gasoline . 

Tune-up . 

Oil  Change . 

Change  Automatic 
Transmission  Fluid. 

coolant  Flush  and  Fill ... 

Muffler  System . 


C.V.  Joint  Boots 


Miscellaneous  Tax 


1993  Honda  Civic  DX  four  door  sedan,  1.5  liter  4  Cylinder. 

1993  Ford  Taurus  GL  four  door  sedan,  3.0  Liter  6  Cylinder. 

1993  Chevrolet  SlO  Blazer  Two  Door,  four  wheel  drive,  4.3  Liter  6  Cylinder. 

Obtain  the  base  price  (Manufacturer's  Suggested  Retail  Price)  for  each  vehicle. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  the  following  options;  air  conditioning,  AM/FM  stereo  radio,  power  steenng,  tinted  glass, 
power  disc  brakes,  rustproofing  arid  other  options. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  the  following  options;  destination  charge,  shipping  charge,  dealer  markup,  documentation 
fees  and  other  one-time  fees. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  the  following  taxes;  excise  tax,  import/customs  tax,  use  tax,  sales  tax  and  other  one-time 
taxes. 

For  each  vehicle,  obtain  the  following  information;  length,  wheelbase,  tires,  curb  weight,  horsepower,  fuel  tvpe 
and  fuel  performance  (mpg). 

For  each  vehicle,  compute  the  residual  value  after  12,  24,  36  and  48  months  respectively. 

For  each  station  name/brand,  price  regular  unleaded  self-service. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  a  basic  tune-up.  Include  parts  and  labor  for  the  following;  replace  spark  plugs,  PCV  value, 
fuel  filter,  air  fitter,  and  breather  filter.  Check  distributor  cap,  rotor,  timing,  and  idle. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  an  oil  change.  Include  parts  and  labor  for  the  following;  drain  old  oil,  replace  oil  fitter  and 
refill  with  five  quarts  of  10W30  SG  grade  oil.  If  SG  grade  is  unavailable,  price  SF  grade  oil. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  to  change  automatic  transmission  fluid.  Include  parts  and  labor  for  the  following:  remove 
transmission  pan,  drain  transmission  fluid,  replace  transmission  filter,  replace  transmission  pan  gasket,  replace 
transmission  fluid,  and  test  vehicle. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  to  flush  and  fill  engine  coolant.  Include  parts  and  labor  for  the  following;  remove  old  cool¬ 
ant,  flush  contaminants,  and  replace  with  new  coolant. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  a  complete  muffler  system.  Include  parts  and  labor  for  the  following:  install  all  parts  after 
the  catalytic  converter.  These  parts  include  midpipes,  clamps,  muffler,  and  tailpipes. 

In  Hawaii  and  the  Virgin  Islands,  obtain  parts  costs  from  a  NAPA  dealer  in  the  appropriate  area  Obtain  installa¬ 
tion/labor  costs  from  service  stations  or  vehicle  dealerships. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  C.V.  (Constant  Velocity)  Joint  Boot  replacement.  Price  should  include  parts  and  labor  for 
the  following:  replace  two  front  rubber  boots.  Cost  does  not  include  joint  replacement. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  miscellaneous  tax.  Tell  how  rate  is  determined,  give  formula  for  new  vehicle  purchase, 
give  formula  for  subsequent  year  (2  to  5)  and  explain  billing. 
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Tires  . 

License  and  Registra¬ 
tion. 

Automobile  Finance  . 

Automobile  Insurance  ... 


Round-Tnp  Airfare 


Price  a  P175/70R13  for  the  Honda  Civic.  Price  a  P205/70R14  for  the  Ford  Tauraus  L.  Price  a  P235/R15  for  the 
Chevrolet  S10  Blazer  in  DC  area.  In  Guam,  Goodyear  tires  were  unavailable,  used  the  average  of  two  com¬ 
parable  brands. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  title  fee,  passenger  vehicle  registration  fees,  plate  fees,  inspection  fees,  administration/ 
clerical/other  fees  and  local  added  fees.  Specify  if  one-time  or  annual.  List  any  exceptions  if  the  Blazer  is  not 
registered  as  a  passenger  vehicle. 

Obtain  the  rate  for  a  four-year  loan  based  on  a  downpayment  of  20  percent.  Assume  the  loan  applicant  is  a  cur¬ 
rent  bank  customer  who  will  make  payments  by  cash/check  and  not  by  automatic  deduction  from  the  account. 

For  each  vehicle,  price  insurance  coverage  identified  below.  Assume  that  vehicles  are  used  in  commuting  1 5 
miles/day,  12,000  miles/year  and  that  the  driver  is  a  35-year-old  married  male  with  no  accidents  or  violations  in 
the  last  five  years.  When  there  is  a  geographic  difference,  obtain  rates  for  two  different  living  communities.  In¬ 
clude  related  expense  fees  and  taxes. 

Bodily  Injury  $100,000/5300,000. 

Property  Damage  $25,000. 

Medical  $15,000  or  Personal  Injury  Protection  $50,000. 

Uninsured  Motorist  $100/5300,000  (unavailable  in  Virgin  Islands  and  Puerto  Rico). 

Comprehensive  $100  Deductible. 

$Collision  $250  deductible. 

Price  for  lowest  cost  round-trip  ticket  to  Los  Angeles,  CA.  Disregard  restrictions. 


Appendix  3.— Pricing  Changes,  Goods  and  Services/Miscellaneous  Expenses/Housing  Related 


Previous 

Current 

Reason 

1 .  Color  Television: 

Zenith  SJ2063  . 

Zenith  SLS2049  . 

New  Model  Number. 

Sony  KV20TS29 . 

Additional  item. 

2.  Video  Recorder; 

Zenith  VRJ415 . 

Zenith  VRL41 10  . 

New  Model  Number. 

SonySLV700HF  . 

Additional  item. 

3.  CD  Player: 

Sony  CDP297  . . . 

Sony  CDPC535  . 

New  Model  Number. 

Kenwood  DP2030  . 

Technics  SLPD847  . 

Technics  available  in  all  areas. 

Kenwood  hard  to  find. 

4.  Washing  Machine: 

Maytag  A7500  . 

Maytag  LAT7793  . 

New  Model  Number. 

GEWWA7678M  . 

GE  WWA7600R  . . 

New  Model  Number. 

Whirlpool  LA5300XT . . 

Whirlpool  LLR6233A  . . 

New  Model  Number. 

5.  Kitchen  Range: 

Maytag  CRE305  . 

Maytag  CRE9400  . . . 

New  Model  Number. 

GE'jBS26P . . . 

GE'JBP5565  . 

New  Model  Number. 

Whirlpool  RF3105XX  . 

Whirlpool  RF385PXYW . . . 

New  Model  Number. 

Kenmore  91 721  . 

Eliminated. 

6.  Refrigerator: 

Maytag  RTD19A  . 

Maytag  RTD2t00CAE . 

New  Model  Number. 

GE'tBX19ZP  . 

GE'tBX22PAS . . . 

New  Model  Number. 

Whirlpool  ETIBOKXXN  . . 

Whirlpool  ET22RKXZ  . . . 

New  Model  Number. 

Amana  TX20QB . . 

Eliminated. 

7.  Vacuum; 

Eureka  2034  . 

Eureka  9334AT  . 

New  Model  Number. 

Hoover  U4671 -910  . 

Additional  item. 

8.  Two-Slice  Toaster: 

P>rnctnr— T?04?  .  , .  . 

Black  &  Decker  T200  . 

More  comparable  level. 

9.  Casserole  Dish  Set  (Coming-Ware): 

2  QT.  Casserole  Dish . . . . 

Trio  Casserole  Set  . . 

More  popular. 

10.  China  (Corelle): 

Design  Images  (16  :pc.)  _ _ 

Natural  Design  (16  pc.)  . 

Impressions-Abundance  . . 

(20  pc.  set)  . 

Discontinued. 

Discontinued. 

11.  Electric  Drill; 

RIar.k  A  Derker  <t71 44  . 

Black  &  Decker  CO  2000  - . 

New  model-cordless  more  popular. 

More  comparable  2nd  choice. 

Eliminated. 

Rlack  A  iOerker  47^90  .  . 

Skil  #2305 . . . 

Black  &  Decker  #7193 . . 

12.  Hammer; 

Stanley  51416  . 

Additional  item. 

13.  Lawn  and  Garden: 

Hyponex  Potting  Soil  . . . 

Miracle  Grow  Plant  Food  (8  oz  container) . 

Peters  Plant  Food  (8  oz  contairrer) . 

Hard  to  fine  correct  size  of  Hyponex  and  price 
range  too  wide. 

14.  Compact  Disc  (from  Audio  Cassette-CD 

Additional  item. 

more  popular); 

“Ropin’  the  Wind”  by  (Sarth  Brooks  . 

“Adrenalize"  by  Def  Leppard  . . . 

“Janet"  by  Jariet  Jackson  . . . . 

"Unplugg^”  by  Rod  Stewart. 

Current  bestselling  titles. 

15.  Tennis  Balls: 
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Previous 


Current 


Reason 


Penn  (3  pk.) 


16.  Bath  Towel; 

27x50  inch  Fiekfcresl . 

Royal  Crest  bath  towel  . 

17.  Bath  Rug: 

24x36  inch  oblong  bathmal  . 

18.  Man's  Jeans; 

Levi's  501  . 

19.  Man’s  Undershirt; 

Jockey  |3  pk.)  . 

20.  Boy’s  Jeans; 

Levi’s  501  . ; . 

Levi’s  506  . 

21.  Woman's  Dress: 

Price  for  long  sleeve  shirtwaist  dress  ap¬ 
propriate  for  office  attire.  Exclude  any 
unusual  ornamentation.  The  dress 
should  be  a  blend  of  cotton  and  poly¬ 
ester. 


22.  Woman's  Slacks; 

Price  for  the  type  (materials  and  styles) 
most  commonly  used  tor  office  wear. 


23.  Woman's  Sweater; 

24.  Woman’s  Accessories: 

Price  for  split  gram,  cowhide  leather.  Amity 
checkbook  clutch  wallet. 


25.  Potatoes. 

Lowest  price  1 0  lb.  bag  . 

26.  Lettuce,  fresh: 

1  head  . 

27.  Oranges,  fresh: 

Navel  medium  size  oranges  . 

28.  Peaches,  canned: 

29  oz  can  of  Del  Monte  peaches  . 

29.  Tomato  Juice; 

Libby’s  46  fl  oz  can . 

Campbell  s  46  tl  oz  can . 

30.  Fruit  Drink: 

46  fl  oz  can  of  Hi-C  . 

46  fl  oz  can  of  Hawaiian  Punch  . 

31.  Coffee,  ground; 

32.  Ketchup: 

14  oz  bottle  of  Heinz  . 

33.  Cake: 

Price  one  frosted  undecorated  9-mch 
chocolate  two  layer  cake. 

34  Bread. 

Price  for  a  16  oz  loaf  of  store  brand  sliced 
white  bread 
35.  Cereal: 


27x50  inch  Cannon  . 

Portofino  bath  towel. 

Cannon  Portofino  standard,  toilet  lid  cover 
made  of  100%  nylon. 

Lee  Regular  Fit  . 

Hanes  (3  pk.)  . 

Fruit  of  the  Loom  (3  pk.)  . 

Levi’s  560  loose  fit  . 

Lee  Loose  Fit  . 

Price  (or  Misses  mid-sleeve  shirtwaist  dress 
appropriate  for  office  attire.  Exclude  any  un¬ 
usual  ornamentation.  The  dress  should  be 
unlined  and  100%  Rayon. 

Possible  Brands: 

Stewart  Allen. 

Lesley  Fay. 

Price  for  Misses  unlined  slacks  appropriate  for 
office  attire.  The  slacks  should  be  blend  of 
cotton  and  polyester  without  a  belt. 

Possible  Brands; 

Donnkenny. 

Alfred  Dunner. 

Price  in  catalog  . 

Price  for  split-grain,  cowhide  leather,  check¬ 
book  clutch  wallet. 

Possible  Brands: 

Michael  Stevens. 

Mundi. 

Lowest  price  10  lb.  bag  of  white  potatoes . 

1  head  of  Iceberg  lettuce  . 

Florida  navel  medium-size  oranges . 


16  oz  can  of  Del  Monte  sliced  peaches  .... 
16  oz  can  of  Libby  sliced  peaches. 

Campbell’s  46  fl  oz  can  . 

Libby’s  46  fl  oz  can  . . . 

46  fl  oz  of  Hawaiian  Punch . 

46  fl  oz  can  of  Hi-C . . 

13  oz  can  of  Maxwell  House  . 

28  oz  plastic  squeeze  bottle  of  Heiriz . 

28  oz  plastic  squeeze  bottle  of  Del  Monte 

Price  Hostess  Glazed  Donuts  (box  of  12) 


Price  tor  a  16  oz  loaf  of  a  regional  brand  of 
sliced  white  bread. 

Box  of  Kellogg’s  Corn  Flakes  other  than  the 
18  oz  box 


Additional  item. 
Less  plush. 


Easier  to  find  with  less  vanation  than  a  bath- 
mat. 

More  comparable  items  (no  buttonfly). 

More  popular. 

Additional  Item. 

More  comparable  items  (no  buttonfly). 

Loose  fit  more  popular. 

More  available  and  is  a  more  specific  desc'^ip- 
tion. 


More  available  and  is  a  more  specitc  oescnp- 
tion. 


Per  request  of  OPM. 

Amity  wallet  difficult  to  find. 


More  specific  item. 

More  specific  description. 

More  specific  description  and  are  available  m 
all  areas. 

More  popular  than  peach  haNes. 

Most  common  size. 

Switch  Campbell's  to  first  choice,  tf  is  mo»e 
common  m  Washington,  DC. 


Switch  Hawaiian  Punch  to  first  choice;  tf  is 
more  common  in  Washirrgton,  DC. 


Additional  item. 

Most  common  and  popular  size. 

Additional  item. 

Available  in  all  the  areas.  ComparaC>ie  caxe 
too  hard  to  find. 

Per  request  of  OPM. 


Additional  item. 


36.  Pam  Reliever; 
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Previous 


Current 


Reason 


Bottle  of  too  Tylenol  tablets _ 


37.  Laundry  Soap; 

64  fl  oz  of  Tide  liquid 
64  fl  oz  of  Wisk  liquid 

38.  Pet  Pood: 


Nine  Lives  6  oz  can  of  cat  food  . 

39.  Bottled  Water; 

One  gallon  of  bottled  store  brand  drinking 
water. 

40.  Snack  Food; 

16  oz  bag  of  potato  chips . . 


41.  Sirloin  Steak: 

Pound  of  flat  bone  steak  .... 

Pound  of  round  bone  streak 

42.  Round  Steak,  boneless: 

Pound  of  eye  round  steak  .. 

43.  Chuck  Roast,  boneless; 

Pound  of  arm  pot  roast . 

44.  Round  Roast,  boneless: 

Pound  oifAproast  . 

45.  Fish,  fresh: 

Pound  of  a  commonly  purchased  fresh  fish 

46.  Cheddar  Cheese: 

Pound  of  store  brand  mild  Cheddar  cheese 


47.  Refrigerated  Biscuits; 

Price  for  10  oz  tube  of  Pillsbury  Hungry 
Jack  biscuits. 

48.  Fish  Filet,  frozen: 

Price  per  pound  of  frozen  Cod  fillet  . . 

Price  per  pound  of  frozen  Pollack  filet  . 


49.  Frozen  Orange  Juice: 

12  oz  can  of  frozen  concentrate — store 
tirand. 

50.  Ice  Cream: 

Half  gallon  of  store  brand  vanilla  ice  cream 

51.  Disposable  Oiapers: 

Pampers  54  count  package  (child  B-14 
lbs.). 

52.  Newspaper. 

Single  copy  of  the  most  common  daily 
paper. 

53.  Electrical  Outlet; 

Price  a  2-plug  grounded  electrical  outlet. 
Medium  price. 


54.  Accounting: 

Average  xate  to  complete  tax  form  1040 

and  schedule  A  (include  state). 

55.  Homeowner  insurance; 

HO“5type  coverage . . . . . . 


Bottle  of  60  Tylenol  tablets 


100  fl  oz  of  Tide  liquid  . 

100  fl  oz  of  Cheer  liquid . 

Purina  5.5  oz  can  of  cat  food  . 

Nine  Lives  5.5  oz  can  of  cat  food . . 

One  gallon  of  bottled  store  brand  spring  water 


6  oz  bag  of  Ruffles . . 

6  oz  bag  of  Lays  Dip  Chips 


Pound  of  boneless  bottom  round  steak 


Pound  of  rolled  rump  roast  . . 

Pound  of  salmon  steak  . 

Pound  of  Kraft  Cracker  Barrel  mild  Cheddar 
cheese. 

Pound  of  Kraft  Cracker  Barrel  sharp  yellow 
Cheddar  cheese. 

12  pack  of  Kellogg’s  Eggo^waffles . 


Price  per  lb  of  frozen  ocean  whitefish  filet  . 

1st  choice:  Cod  or  Haddock  . 

2nd  choice;  Regional  Fish  'Please  fecord  fish 
type  in  Comment  Section. 

1 2  oz  can  of  frozen  Minute  Maid  concentrate  . 


Half  gallon  of  Sealtest  vanilla  ice  cream  . 

Pampers  44  count  package  (child  12-18  lbs.) 


Home  delivery  of  most  common  daily  paper 
for  one  year. 

Price  a  2-plug  grounded  electrical  outlet.  Me¬ 
dium  price.  Price  blister  pack  or  card  tioard 
mounted  (individually  packaged).  DO  NOT 
PRICE  LOOSE  ELECTRICAL  OUTLET. 
Possible  Brands: 

GE. 

Levitron. 

Hourly  rate  for  individual  tax  work  (NOT  BUSI¬ 
NESS). 

HO— 2  type  coverage,  «r  equivalent  mid-level 
coverage  (i.e.  in  between  a  comprehensive 
coverage  and  a  basic  coverage). 


100  tablet  bottles  hard  to  find  in  Washington, 
DC. 

No  common  size  in  powdered  detergent. 
Change  in  size. 

Additional  item — available  in  all  areas. 

Most  common  size. 

More  specific  description — available  in  all 
areas. 

Most  common  size  and  brand  is  available  in 
all  areas. 

Additional  item. 

Dropped — ^too  much  red  meart. 

Dropped — too  much  Ted  meat. 

More  comparable  cut. 

Dropped — too  much  red  meat. 

Comparable  second  choice. 

More  specific — available  in  all  areas. 

Specific  brand  available  in  all  areas. 

Addition 


Available  in  all  areas. 

Refrigerated  biscuits  hard  to  find. 

Additional  choice  of  white  fish. 

Better  substititue  description  for  some  of  the 
areas. 


Specific  brand  available  in  all  areas. 


Specific  brand  available  in  all  areas. 
More  commonly  found. 


Home  delivery  more  common. 


More  specific  description. 


OPM  request. 


HO — 5  TK)t  always  available  tn  allowance 
areas. 
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Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

[Lcx:ation:  Honolulu.  HI;  Date  Prepared;  10-Jan-94;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Categories 

Category  in¬ 
dexes 

Lower  irxx»me 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

1 .  Food  At  Home  . . 

142.18 

25.52 

36.28 

22.38 

31.82 

19.35 

27.51 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . 

112.82 

15.95 

17.99 

16.09 

18.15 

16.23 

18.31 

3.  Tobacco  . 

111.82 

3.13 

3.50 

2.54 

2.84 

1.96 

2.19 

4.  Alcohol . . 

118.65 

2.92  ! 

3.46 

2.79 

3.31 

2.67 

3.17 

5.  Furnishings  &  Hsid  Op  . 

112.68 

14.35  1 

16.17 

15.95 

17.97 

17.49 

19.71 

6.  Clothing . 

103.58 

14.24 

14.75 

14.93 

15.46 

15.59 

16.15 

7.  Domestic  Services  . . 

77.82 

1.78 

1.39 

1.79 

1.39 

1.81 

1.41 

8.  Professional  Services  . 

109.94 

5.77  I 

6.34 

5.84 

6.42 

5.91 

6.50 

9.  Personal  Care . 

108.99 

3.57  i 

3.89 

3.47 

3.78 

3.38 

3.68 

10.  Recreation . 

105.69 

12.77 

1  13.50 

14.22 

15.03 

15.61 

16.50 

Total  weights . . . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  indexes: 

Lower . 

j 

Middle  . 

116.7 

Upper . 

115.3 

1  1 

1  _ _ _ 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

[Location:  Hilo,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  17-Oec-93;  Summer  1993  Sun/ey] 


Categories 

Category  in¬ 
dexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights  | 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

1 .  Food  At  Home  . 

133.21 

25.52  1 

34.00 

22.38 

29.81 

19.35 

25.78 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . 

101.92 

15.95 

16.26 

16.09 

16.40 

16.23 

16.54 

3.  Tobacco  . . 

98.58 

3.13 

3.09 

254 

2.50 

1.96 

1.93 

4.  Alcohol  . . . 

107.59 

2.92 

3.14 

2.79 

3.00 

2.67 

2.87 

5.  Furnishings  &  HsId  Op  . 

104.13 

14.35 

14.94 

15.95 

16.61 

17.49 

18.21 

6.  Clothing . 

100.35 

14.24 

14.29 

14.93 

14.98 

15.59 

15.64 

7.  Domestic  Services . 

74.55 

1.78 

1.33 

1.79 

1.33 

1.81 

1.35 

8.  Professional  Services . 

87.79 

5.77 

5.07 

5.84 

5.13 

5.91 

5.19 

9.  Personal  Care . 

103.11 

3.57 

3.68 

3.47 

3.58 

3.38 

3.49 

10.  Recreation . 

91.85 

12.77  j 

11.73 

14.22 

13.06 

15.61 

14.34 

100.00  I 

100.00 

100.00 

106.40 

107.53 

Middle  . 

I 

106.40 

105.34 

I  .  1  . - . 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

[Location;  Kailua  Kona.  HI;  Date  Prepared:  08-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Categories 

Category  in- 

Lower  income 

Middle  income  j 

Upper  income 

dexes 

Weights  | 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

1 .  Food  At  Home  . 

134.79 

25.52  1 

34.40 

22.38 

30.17 

19.35 

26.08 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . . 

117.05 

15.95 

18.67 

16.09 

18.83 

16.23 

19.00 

3.  Tobacco  . . . 

11028 

3.13 

3.45 

2.54 

2.80 

1.96 

2.16 

4.  Alcohol  . 

109.75 

2.92 

3.20 

2.79 

3.06 

2.67 

2.93 

5.  Furnishings  &  Hsid  Op  . 

115.63 

14.35 

1639 

1525 

18.44 

17.49 

20.22 

6.  Clothing . 

97.33 

14.24 

13.86 

14.93 

14.53 

15.59 

15.17 

7.  Domestic  Services . 

92.98 

1.78 

1.66 

1.79 

1.66 

1.81 

1.68 

8.  ProfesskMWl  Services . . 

90.01 

5.77 

5.19 

5.84 

5.26 

5.91 

5.32 

9.  Personal  Care . 1 

100.30 

3.57 

3.58 

3.47 

3.48 

3.38 

3.39 

10.  Recreation . .  . . 

104.09 

12.77 

1329 

14.22 

14.80 

15.61 

16.25 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  indexes: 

j  113.89 

MirVilA 

113.03 

RmmH 

112.20 
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Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Cost  Analysis 

(Hawaii  County  Composite;  Date  Prepared:  2t-Fet>-94;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Location 

Weights 

Total  indexes 

Lower  in¬ 
come 

Middle  ii>  | 
come  j 

Upper  irv 
j  come 

Hilo,  HI  . - . 

82.25 

107.53 

Kailua  Kona,  HI . 

17.75 

113.89 

100.00 

Composite  Indexes  . 

108.66 

107.58 

106.56 

Consumption  Goods  &  Services  Analysis 

(Location:  Kauai  County,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  0&-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Categories 

Category  irv 
dexes 

Lower  Income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

1 .  Food  At  Home  . . . 

148.26 

25.52 

37.84 

22.38 

33.18 

19.35 

28.69 

2.  Food  Away  From-Home  . 

120.29 

15.95 

19.19 

16.09 

19.35 

16.23 

19.52 

3.  Totsacco  . . . 

116.59 

3.13 

3  65 

2.54 

2.96 

1.96 

2.29 

4.  Alcohol  . 

122.31 

2.92 

3.57 

2.79 

3.41 

2.67 

3.27 

5.  Furnishings  &  Hsid  Op  . 

110.93 

14.35 

15.92 

15.95 

17.69 

17.49 

19.40 

6.  Clothing . 

93.80 

14.24 

13  36 

;  14.93 

14.00 

15.59 

1462 

7.  Domestic  Services . 

101.15 

1.78 

1.80 

1.79 

1.81 

1.81 

1.83 

8.  Professional  Services  . 

90.04 

5.77 

520 

5.84 

5.26 

5.91 

5.32 

9.  Personal  Care . . 

109.16 

3.57 

3.90 

3.47 

3.79 

3.38 

3.69 

10.  Recreation . 

104.82 

12.77 

13.39 

14.22 

14.91 

15.61 

16.36 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes; 

117  82 

116.36 

114.99 

i  1 

»• 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

(Location:  Maui  County,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  08-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Categories 

Category  in¬ 
dexes 

Lower  Income  1 

_ _ _ ji 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtof 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

1 .  Food  At  Home  . 

149.16 

25.52 

38.07 

22.38 

33.38 

19.35 

28.86 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . 

117.00 

15.95 

1866 

16.09 

18.83 

16.23 

18.99 

3.  Tobacco  . 

118.28 

3.13 

3.70 

2.54 

3.00 

1.96 

2.32 

4.  Alcohol  . 

116.59 

2.92 

3.40 

2.79 

3.25 

2.67 

3.11 

5.  Furnishings  8  HsId  Op  . 

111.62 

14.35 

16  02 

15.95 

17.80 

17.49 

19  52 

6.  Clothing . 

108.19 

14.24 

15.41 

14.93 

16.15 

15.59 

16.87 

7.  Domestic  Services . 

105.45 

1.78 

1  88 

1.79 

1.89 

1.81 

1.91 

8.  Professional  Services  . 

97.49 

5.77 

563 

5.84 

5.69 

5.91 

5.76 

9.  Personal  Care . 

120.44 

3.57 

4.30 

3.47 

4.18 

3.38 

4.07 

10.  Recreation . 

109.21 

12.77 

13.95 

14.22 

15  53 

15.61 

17.05 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes; 

121.02 

119.70 

118.46 

1 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

(Location;  Guam;  Date  Prepared;  08-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Categories 

Category  irv 
dexes 

Lower  Income  j 

Middle  income 

i _ _ _ _ _ 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights  1 

i  Subtot 

1.  Food  At  Home  . 

133.43 

25.52 

34.05 

22.38 

29.86 

19.35  I 

i  25.82 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . 

104.02 

15.95 

16.59 

16.09 

16.74 

16.23 

1  16.88 

3.  Tobacco  . 

72.45 

3.13 

2.27 

2.54 

1.84 

1.96 

1  1.42 

4.  Alcohol  . 

103.05 

2.92 

3.01 

j  2.79 

2.88 

2.67 

2.75 

5.  Furnishings  &  Hsid  Op  . 

132.32 

1  14.35  !  18.99  1 

1  15.95 

21.11 

17.49  ! 

1  23.14 
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Consumption  Goods  and  Services  ANALvsis^ontinued 

[Location:  Guam;  Date  Prepared:  08-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Categories 

Category  in¬ 
dexes 

Lower  Income  j 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

6.  Clothing . .  . . 

96.05 

14.24 

13.68 

14.93 

14.34 

15.59 

14.97 

7.  Domestic  Services . - . 

116.23 

1.78 

2.07 

1.79 

2.08 

1.81 

2.10 

8.  Professional  Services  . . . 

114.31 

5.77 

6.60 

5.84 

6.68 

5.91 

6.76 

9.  Personal  Care . 

115.55 

3.57 

4.13 

3.47 

4.01 

3.38 

3.91 

10.  Recreation . . . 

119.19 

12.77 

15.22 

14.22 

16.95 

15.61 

18.61 

Total  Weights  . 

100.00  1 

100.00 

100  00 

Total  Indexes: 

! 

Lower . . . 

116.61 

Middle . 

116.49 

Upper . . . 

116.36 

i  . 

CONSUMPTION  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

[Location:  Mayaguez,  PR;  Date  Prepared:  17-Dec-93;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Categories 

Category  in¬ 
dexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

1 .  Food  at  Home . 

99.03 

25.52 

25.27 

22.38 

22.16 

19.35 

19.16 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  — . 

94.02 

15.95 

15.00 

16.09 

15.13 

16.23 

15.26 

3.  Tobacco . . 

100.03 

3.13 

3.13 

2.54 

2.54 

1.96 

1.96 

4.  Alcohol  . .  . 

116.05 

2.92 

3.39 

2.79 

3.24 

2.67 

3.10 

6.  Furnishings  &  Hsid  Op  . 

96.46 

14.35 

13.84 

15.95 

15.39 

17.49 

16.87 

6.  Clothing  . . 

89.55 

14.24 

12.75 

14.93 

13.37 

15.59 

13.96 

7.  Domestic  Services . . . 

46.82 

1.78 

0.83 

1.79 

0.84 

1.81 

0.85 

8.  Professional  Services . . 

46.95 

5.77 

2.71 

5.84 

2.74 

5.91 

2.77 

9.  Personal  Care . . . 

73.19 

3.57 

2.61 

3.47 

2.54 

3.38 

2.47 

10.  Recreation . 

92.62 

12.77 

11.83 

14.22 

13.17 

15.61 

14.46 

Total  Weights . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

mmiiiiiiiii 

Lower . 

91.36 

MirifllP 

91.12 

MMMM 

Upper  . . . . 

■HHHIi 

HMMMM 

1  90.86 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

[Location:  San  Juan,  PR;  Date  Prepared:  08-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Categories 

Category  in¬ 
dexes 

LowetirKome 

Middle  ircome  j 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

1 .  Food  at  Home  . . 

105.28 

25.52 

26.87 

22.38 

23.56 

19.35 

20.37 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . 

105.61 

15.95 

16.84 

16.09 

16.99 

16.23 

17.14 

3.  Tobacco  . 

93.37 

3.13 

2.92 

2.54 

2.37 

1.96 

1.83 

4.  Alcohol  . . 

120.98 

2.92 

3.53 

2.79 

3.38 

2.67 

3.23 

5.  Furnishings  &  HsId  Op  . 

105.19 

14.35 

15.09 

15.95 

16.78 

17.49 

18.40 

6.  Clothing . 

97.50 

14.24 

13.88 

14.93 

14.56 

15.59 

15.20 

7.  Domestic  Services . 

64.69 

1.78 

1.15 

1.79 

1.16 

1.81 

1.17 

8.  Professional  Services  . 

62.05 

5.77 

3.58 

5.84 

3.62 

5.91 

3.67 

9.  Personal  Care . 

86.61 

3.57 

3.09 

3.47 

3.01 

3.38 

2.93 

10.  Recreation . 

102.84 

12.77 

13.13 

14.22 

14.62 

15.61 

16.05 

100.00 

100.00  1 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

mmiiiiiiii 

Middle  . 

HMMM 

1  100.08 

100.05 

Upper . 

HhHHI 

99.99 
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Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Cost  Analysis 

(Puerto  Rico  Composite;  Date  Prepared:  21-Feb-94;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Location 

Weights 

j  Total  indexes 

Lower  irv 
come 

Middle  irv 
come 

San  Juan,  PR  . . . 

Mayaguez,  PR  . 

Total  Weight . 

84.09 

15.91 

100.08 

91.36 

100.05 

91-12 

99  99 
90.86 

100.00 

Composite  Indexes  . 

98.69 

98.63 

98.54 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

(Location:  St.  Croix,  VI;  Date  Prepared:  08-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Categories 

Category  in¬ 
dexes 

Lower  income  ! 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

1 .  Food  At  Home  . 

25.52 

30.68 

22.38 

26.90 

19.35 

23.26 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . 

106.36 

15.95 

16.96 

16.09 

17.11 

16.23 

17.26 

3.  Tobacco  . 

64.42 

3.13 

2.02 

2.54 

1.64 

1.96 

1.26 

4.  Alcohol  . 

2.92 

2.64 

2.79 

2.52 

2.67 

2  41 

5.  Furnishings  &  Hsid  Op  . 

116.60 

14.35 

16.73 

15.95 

18.60 

17.49 

20.39 

6.  Clothing . 

92.08 

14.24 

13.11 

14.93 

13.75 

15.59 

14  36 

7.  Domestic  Services . 

65.58 

1.78 

1.17 

1.79 

1.17 

1.81 

1.19 

8.  Professional  Services  . 

96.71 

5.77 

5.58 

5.84 

5.65 

5.91 

5.72 

9.  Personal  Care . 

3.57 

3.72 

3.47 

3.62 

3.38 

352 

10.  Recreation . 

12.77 

12.34 

14.22 

13.74 

15.61 

15  08 

Total  Weights  . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 

104.95 

H|H|||||||||||H 

Middle  . 

■iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiifl 

HHHHI 

104.70 

Upper  . 

■jlllllllllM 

104  45 

. 

L 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

(Location:  St.  Thomas,  VI;  Date  Prepared.  0&-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Categories 

Category  in¬ 
dexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

1 .  Food  At  Home  . 

128.89 

25.52 

32.89 

22.38 

28.85 

19.35 

24.94 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . 

108.81 

15.95 

17.36 

16.09 

17.51 

16.23 

17.66 

3.  Tobacco  . 

62.88 

3.13 

1.97 

2.54 

1.60 

1.96 

1.23 

4.  Alcohol  . . . 

114.84 

2.92 

3.35 

2.79 

3.20 

2.67 

3.07 

5.  Furnishings  &  HsId  Op  . 

119.06 

14.35 

17.09 

15.95 

18.99 

17.49 

20  82 

6.  Clothing . 

85.22 

14.24 

12.14 

14.93 

12.72 

15.59 

13.29 

7.  Domestic  Services . 

94.75 

1.78 

1.69 

1.79 

1.70 

1.81 

1.71 

8.  Professional  Services  . 

99.21 

5.77 

5.72 

5.84 

5.79 

5.91 

5.86 

9.  Personal  Care . 

110.82 

3.57 

3.96 

3.47 

3.85 

3.38 

3.75 

10.  Recreation . 

112.57 

12.77 

14.38 

14.22 

16.01 

15.61 

17  57 

Total  Weights  . 

100.00 

100.00 

100  00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 

110  55 

Middle  . 

110  27 

Upper . 

hbbhhhi 

■HHHHli 

109  90 

Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Cost  Analysis 

(Virgin  Islands  Composite;  Date  Prepared.  21-Fel>-94;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


1 

Location  1 

1  Weights 

Lower  in¬ 
come 

Middle  in¬ 
come 

Upper  in¬ 
come 

St.  Croix,  VI  . 

St.  Thomas,  VI . 

Total  Weight . . . 

104.95 

110.55 

104.70 

110.22 

104.45 

109.90 

IHHHH 

Composite  Indexes  . 

107.99 

107.41 
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Consumption  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

(Location;  Honolulu  Blend,*  HI.  Date  Prepared;  OS-Nov-93;  Summer  IS93  Survey] 


Categones 

Category  .n- 

Lower  irxxjme  | 

Middle  income 

upper  income 

dexes 

VVeights 

Subtot 

wVeignts 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

t .  Food  At  Home  . 

136.48 

25  52 

34.83 

22.38 

30.54 

19.35 

26.41 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . . 

112.82 

15.95 

17.99 

16.09 

18.15 

16.23 

18.31 

3.  Tobacco  . 

63  08 

3  13 

1.97 

2.54 

1  60 

1.96 

1.24 

4.  Alcohol  . 

11301 

2.92 

3.30 

2.79 

3.15 

2.67 

3.02 

5  Furnishings  &  Hs!d  Op  . 

103.59 

14  35 

14.87 

15.95 

16.52 

17.49 

18.12 

6  Clothing  . 

93.65 

14.24 

13.34 

14.93 

13  98 

15  59 

14  60 

7.  Domestic  Services  . 

77.83 

1.78 

1  39 

1  79 

1.39 

1.81 

1.41 

8.  Professional  Services  . . 

109.95 

5.77 

6.34 

5.84 

6.42 

5.91 

6  50 

9  Personal  Care  . 

93.52 

3  57 

3.34 

3  47 

3.25 

3.38 

3.16 

to  Recreation . 

tOl.05 

12.77 

1290 

14  22 

14  37 

1561 

15.77 

Total  Weignts  . 

IOC  00 

10GC0 

100  00 

Total  Indexes; 

Lower  . 

110  27 

Middle  _ _ _ r. . 

■RHHHHji 

109.37 

||||||||||||||||||| 

Upper  .  ^ . .....; . 

IBBH 

immiiiiiiiiiiiiii 

bhmhBBH 

1  108  54 

lailMIIIIIIIMIIIMi 

‘Local  Retail  and  Commissary/Exchange 


CoNSUMPTior.  Goods  and  Services  Analysis 

(Location;  San  Juan  Blend.*  PR;  Date  Prepared  0&-4‘lov-93;  Summer  t993  Survey  1 


Categones 

Category  in¬ 
dexes 

Lower  incom.e 

Middle  trH»me 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

1 .  Food  At  Home  . 

96.39 

25.52 

24.60 

22.38 

21.57 

19.35 

18.65 

2.  Food  Away  From  Home  . 

105.61 

15.95 

16.84 

16.09 

16.99 

16.23 

17.14 

3  Tobacco  . 

67.36 

3.13 

2.11 

2.54 

1  71 

1.96 

1  32 

4.  Alcohol  . 

120  98 

2.92 

3.53 

2.79 

338 

2.67 

3.23 

5.  Furnishings  &  Hsid  Op  . 

101.31 

14.35 

14.54 

15.95 

16.16 

17  49 

17.72 

6.  Clothing . . . 

97.49 

14.24 

13.88 

14.93 

14.56 

15.59 

15.20 

7  Domestic  Services . 

64,69 

1  78 

1  15 

1.79 

1.16 

1.81 

1.17 

8  Professional  Services  . 

62.05 

5.77 

3.58 

5.84 

362 

5.91 

3.67 

9  Personal  Care . 

86.13 

3.57 

3.07 

3  47 

2.99 

338 

2.91 

10  Recreation . . . 

100.88 

12.77 

12  88 

14  22 

14.35 

15.61 

15.75 

too  00 

100  00 

100.00 

Total  Irxlexes; 

96.18 

Middle  .  . 

96.49 

Upper  . 

1  96.76 

‘Local  Retail  and  Commissary  Exchar^ge 


Consumption  Goods  and  Services  ANALvsts 

(Location:  Guam  Biend,*  Date  Prepared  H-Jar>-94;  Summer  1993  Survey! 


- r 

Categories 

Category  m- 

Lower  income  [ 

Middle  irvrome  | 

Upper  income 

dexes 

Weights 

SuDtot 

We.gnts 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

t  Food  At  Home  . 

93  31 

25.52 

23.81 

22.38 

20.88 

19.35 

18  06 

2  Food  Away  From  Home  . 

104.82 

15.95 

16.59 

16.09 

16  74 

16.23 

16.88 

3  Tobacco  . 

48.76 

3.13 

1  53 

2.54 

1.24 

1  96 

0.96 

4  Alcohol  . 

103.05 

2  92 

3.01 

2.79 

2.88 

2.67 

2  75 

5  Furnishings  &  HsId  Op  . 

1 79.05 

14.35 

i  25.69 

15.95 

28,56 

17  49 

31.32 

6  Clothing  . 

88.79 

14.24 

12  64 

14  93 

13  26 

I5.5f) 

13  34 

7.  Domestic  Services . 

116.23 

1.78 

2.07 

1-79 

2  08 

1  81 

2.10 

8.  Professional  Ser'vices  . 

1 14.31 

577 

6.60 

5.84 

6.68 

5.91 

6  76 

9.  Personal  Care  . . . 

105.12 

3.57 

3.75 

3.47 

3.65 

3.33 

3.55 

10  Recreation . . . 

118  87 

12.77 

15.18 

14.22 

16  90 

15.61 

18.56 

100  00 

100  00 

100.00 

mmm 

Total  Indexes; 

l^Owof 

1 10.87 

112.87 

Upper  . 

. 

L  J^t  l! 

Local  Retail  and  Commissary/Exchange 
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Nonforeign  Area  Cost-of-Living 
Allowances  Price  Survey  Data 
Collection  Procedures 

Survey  Description 

The  following  information  will  he 
provided  to  the  participants  verbally  or 
in  writing.  Participants  who  are  familiar 
with  the  program  and  the  survey  may  be 
provided  with  less  information  as 
appropriate. 

Purpose 

The  Federal  Government  pays  (.^ost- 
Of-I  iving-Allowanr.es  (COLA)  in 
Alaska,  I^waii,  and  certain  U.S 
territories  and  possas.sions.  Living  «  ost 
differences  are  determined  by 
comparing  costs  of  goods,  servi»»s, 
housing,  transportation,  and  other  items 
in  the  allowance  area  with  the  cost  of 
the  same  or  similar  items  and  sendees 
in  the  Washington  DC  area.  The  U.S. 
Office  of  Personnel  Management  (OPM) 
is  responsible  for  the  operation  of  the 
COLA  program. 

Data  Collection 

OPM,  or  its  representatives,  conducts 
armual  Price  Surveys  to  detennine 
living  cost  differences.  Local 
governments,  retail  outlets,  realty  firms, 
and  businesses  providing  professional 
and  other  services  to  be  surveyed  are 
identified  through  the  use  of  full-scale 
Background  Surveys,  conducted 
approximately  once  every  five  years. 
Participation  in  the  Price  Surveys  is 
voluntary.  Data  are  collected  by 
telephone  and/or  personal  interview 

Wherever  practical  and  appropriate, 
the  price  of  earii  good  or  service  is 
obtained  from  at  least  three  outlets  in 
each  allowance  area  and  at  least  si)i 
outlets  in  the  reference  area  (i.e.,  the 
Washington,  DC,  area).  Realty  data  may 
be  obtained  horn  one  or  multiple 
sources,  as  appropriate. 

Release  of  Information 

The  price  data  collei;ted  truin 
participating  firms  may  be  made 
available  to  Congress  or  to  the  general 
public  upon  request  This  includes  the 
name  of  the  company  and  prices  of 
items  or  services  surveyed.  The  names 
of  proprietors,  managers,  or  other 
individuals  who  provide  prir» 
information  generally  will  not  be  made 
public.  However,  the  Government  may 
release  the  names  of  individuals  who, 
on  the  basis  of  their  expertise,  provide 
opinions  or  estimates. 

Public  Burden  Information 

Public  burden  reporting  for  this 
(.-ollection  of  information  is  estimated  to 
vary  from  1  to  20  minutes  per  response. 
Send  comments  regarding  the  burden 


estimate  or  any  other  aspect  of  this 
collection  of  information,  including 
suggestion  for  reducing  this  burden  to 
Reports  and  Forms  Management  Officer, 
U.S.  Office  of  Personnel  Management, 
1900  E  Strict,  N.W.,  Room  6410, 
Washington,  DC,  20415;  and  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget, 
Paperwork  Reduction  Proje<;t  (.3206- 
0199),  Washington,  DC,  20503 

Interview  Guidelines 

Three  types  of  information  am 
c.ollet:ted  in  pritxi  surveys:  price  of 
goods  and  services,  rental  prices  and 
related  information,  and  home  owner 
pric.es  and  related  infonnation.  The 
following  are  the  typjr;al  interview 
questions  used  to  collect  these  data 

Price  Information  Collection 

1.  What  is  the  regular  (noivsale)  price 
of _ (a  specific  item  or  service)? 

Examples  of  items  inclmie,  hut  are  not 
limited  to: 

Chuck  Roast,  Bone  In. 

Price  per  pound.  Average  size  package 
(e.g.,  not  a  ‘family’  or  ‘bonus’  pack). 

1st  r:boice:  Arm  pot  roast 

2nd  (^oice:  Eye  roast. 

Peas,  Frozen. 

Price  for  10  ounce  package. 

1st  f:hoice:  Bird’s  Eye. 

2nd  Choice:  Major  brand  of  equivalent 
quality. 

Men’s  Jeans. 

Price  for  one  pair  of  blue  jeans 

1st  choice:  Levi’s  #501  jeans. 

2nd  Choice:  Equivalent  quality  jeans 
Automobile,  New. 

‘Sticker’  price  of  c:urrent  year  model 
Honda  Civic  DX,  four  door  sedan, 
1.5  liter,  four  cylinder  engine.  (Price 
options,  fees,  financing,  .md  taxes 
separately.) 

Example  of  services  include,  luit  am  not 
limited  to: 

Restaurant  .Service. 

Price  of  seafood  platter — mixed 
seafood  (e.g..  not  'steak  and  lobster’ 
or  ’crab  leg’  platter).  If  salad  and 
side  dish  not  included  with  entree, 
pric*  house  salad  and  baked  potato 
or  order  of  french  fries.  Include 
price  of  coffee,  lax,  and  15  penmnt 
tip. 

Film  Developing. 

Price  to  protx»ss  and  print  35 
millimeter,  24  exposure,  100  ASA 
color  roll  film.  Single  prints  only, 
standard  size  and  finish. 

Do<,1or,  Office  Visit. 

Typical  fee,  after  the  initial  visit,  for 
an  office  visit  when  medical  advice 
or  simple  treatment  is  all  that  is 
needed.  Do  not  include  the  charge 
fora  complete  physical 
examination,  injections, 
medication,  laboratory  tests,  oi 


similar  services. 

Oil  Change. 

Price  of  a  regular  oil  change  ini:luding 
oil  and  filter  for  a  current  year 
model  Honda  Civic  DX  sedan,  1.5 
liter,  4  cylinder  engine. 

2.  Prices  of  many  of  the  items  »:an 
obtained  "off-thi^-shelf’  without 
assistance  Ot;casionally,  when  a 
specific  item  is  not  available,  assistance 
from  sales  or  other  personnel  may  be 
required  to  identify  and  price 
substitution  items  of  comparable  quality 
and  quantity. 

3.  Prices  of  most  services  are  obtained 
by  telephone  or  personal  intendew.  A 
few  services  are  priced  with  little  or  no 
assistance.  For  example,  prices  may  be 
obtainable  from  a  displayed  priai 
schedule,  list,  or  menu. 

Housitig  Component — Rental 
Information  Collection 

1.  Describe  the  location,  size,  layout, 
numher  and  types  of  rooms,  and  square 
footage  of  your  rental  units. 

2.  Are  they  apartments,  duplexes, 
tow'u  houses,  detached  houses,  or  other 
types  of  unit.s?  Describe. 

3.  Are  there  additional  amenities  (e.g., 
pool,  sauna,  tennis  courts,  gym)?  If  so. 
describe. 

4.  What  is  the  monthly  rent?  What  is 
the  amount  of  the  security  deposit  (if 
any)?  What  other  kinds  of  fees  or 
assessments  are  there? 

5.  Are  utilities  included?  Which  ones? 
If  you  c:an,  please  provide  Information 
on  average  monthly  or  annual  costs  of 
utilities  paid  by  tenants. 

6  Are  term  leases  usually  reijuired? 
What  are  the  conditions  and  penalties 
associated  with  the  lease? 

7.  Are  there  any  special  re.strutioas  or 
other  factors  we  should  know  about 
(e.g.,  seasoiial  tourist  trade)? 

Housing  Component — Information 
C Collection  for  Comparable  Sales 

1.  Describe  tbe  location,  size,  layout, 
number  and  types  of  rooms,  and  square 
footage  of  some  of  your  recent  home 
.sales. 

2.  Were  they  condominiums, 
duplexes,  town  houses,  detached 
houses,  or  other  types  of  dwellings? 
Describe. 

3  Wore  there  any  atypical 
characteristics  (e.g.,  extra  large  lot  sizes, 
beach  front,  desirable/undesirable 
locations)? 

4.  ,^re  there  additional  amenities 
provided  by  the  developer,  homeowners 
association,  or  similar  community  group 
(e.g.,  pool,  sauna,  tennis  courts,  gym)?  If 
so,  describe  facilities  and  charges. 

5.  What  was  the  selling  price  and  date 
of  sale? 

6.  What  are  the  real  estate  taxes? 
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7.  Do  you  have  any  data  on  utilities 
relating  to  these  homes? 

8.  In  the  past  year  or  so.  w  hat  has 
been  the  average  appreciation  rate  of 
property  in  this  community?  Looking 


back  over  tlie  past  six  years,  has  this  rate 
chauKed?  How? 

9  Describe  current  market  conditions 
(e.g..  soft,  booming,  so-so).  How  has  this 
affected  housing  prices?  Describe  the 
housing  market  over  the  past  six  years 


10.  Are  there  any  special 
considerations  or  other  factors  we 
should  know  about  (e.g.,  retirement/ 
tourist  trade)  that  might  affect  the 
housing  market  in  this  community? 

8JLLI1HG  COO€  8325-01 


Moafoniga  Ana  Cast-af-lniag 
Coaipoaaat  •  lafanaatha  CoHaetiaa  for  Camparabta  Salat 


OMR  Approval 


Heahreiga  Area  Cast-af-Uriag 
Haasiag  Caiapeaeat  >  Aaatat  lafarmatiaa 
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Nonforeign  Area  Cost-of-Living 
Allowances  Background  Survey  Data 
Collection  Procedures 

Survey  Description 
The  following  information  will  be 
provided  to  the  particip>ants  verbally  or 
in  writing.  Participants  who  are  familiar 
with  the  program  and  the  survey  may  be 
provided  with  less  information  as 
appropriate. 

Purpose 

The  Federal  Government  pays  Cost- 
Of-Living-Allowances  (COLA)  in 
Alaska,  Hawaii,  and  certain  U.S. 
territories  and  possessions.  Living  cost 
differences  are  determined  by 
comparing  costs  of  goods,  services, 
housing,  transportation,  and  other  items 
in  the  allowance  area  with  the  cost  of 
the  same  or  similar  items  and  services 
in  the  Washington,  DC,  area.  The  U.S. 
Office  of  Personnel  Management  (OPM) 
is  responsible  for  the  operation  of  the 
COLA  program.  OPM,  or  its 
representative,  conducts  annual  surveys 
to  determine  living  cost  differences. 

OPM  conducts  full-scale  Background 
Surveys  approximately  once  every  five 
years  to  review  the  appropriateness  of 
items,  services,  and  businesses  covered 
in  the  armual  Price  surveys.  Elements  of 
the  Background  Survey  may  be  repeated 
annually  on  a  limited  basis  as  part  of  the 
maintenance  of  and  preparation  for  the 
annual  Price  Surveys. 

OPM  uses  the  Background  Survey  to 
identify  the  services,  items,  quantities, 
outlets,  and  locations  that  will  be 
surveyed  to  collect  living  cost  data 
within  the  allowance  areas  and  the 
Washington,  DC,  area.  The  Background 
Survey  also  is  used  to  collect 
information  on  local  trade  practices, 
consumer  buying  patterns,  taxes  and 
fees,  and  other  economic  characteristics 
related  to  living  costs. 

Data  Collection 

Full-scale  Background  Surveys  are 
conducted  approximately  once  every 
five  years.  OPM  identifies  major  - 
manufacturers,  local  governments,  retail 
outlets,  realty  firms,  and  businesses 
providing  professional  services  to  be 
surveyed  on  the  basis  of  business 
volume  and  local  prominence. 
Participation  is  voluntary.  Data  are 
collected  by  telephone  and/or  personal 
interview. 

Confidentiality 

All  data  collected  are  used  only  for 
the  purposes  described  above.  The 
Government  pledges  to  hold  all  micro  or 
“raw"  data  collected  in  confidence. 
Names  of  participating  businesses  and 
institutions  may  be  released.  Names  of 


individuals  are  not  released.  Summary 
data  will  be  made  available  to  the  public 
only  to  the  extent  that  micro  data  cannot 
be  associated  with  data  sources. 

Public  Burden  Information 

Public  burden  reporting  for  this 
collection  of  information  is  estimated  to 
vary  from  5  minutes  to  30  minutes  {>er 
response.  Send  comments  regarding  the 
burden  estimate  or  any  other  aspect  of 
this  collection  of  information,  including 
suggestion  for  reducing  this  burden  to 
Reports  and  Forms  Management  Officer, 
U.S.  Office  of  Personnel  Management, 
1900  E  Street,  N.W.,  Room  CHP  500, 
Washington,  DC,  20415;  and  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget, 
Paperwork  Reduction  Project  (3206- 
0199),  Washington,  DC.  20503. 

Interview  Guidelines 

Seven  types  of  information  are 
collected  in  background  surveys. 
Information  is  collected  on  products 
and  services,  outlet  availability  and 
usage,  transportation,  local  taxes  and 
fees,  mortgage,  real  estate,  and  other 
topics  related  to  the  measurement  of 
living  costs  (e.g.,  specialized 
information  from  local  chambers  of 
commerce,  colleges,  and  universities). 
The  following  are  the  typical  interview 
questions  used  to  collect  these  data. 

Product  or  Service  Information 

1.  As  a  major  manufacturer/ supplier 

of _ (a  specific  product 

or  service,  e.g.,  women’s  apparel), 
please  identify  your  items/services  that 
are  most  popular  (e.g.,  your  ‘volume 
sellers’). 

2.  Which  of  these  items  are  apt  to  be 
readily  available  in  the  following 

geographic  locations:  Alaska  (i.e., . 

Anchorage,  Fairbanks,  and  Juneau); 
Hawaii;  Guam;  Puerto  Rico;  the  Virgin 
Islands;  and  Washington,  DC,  and 
suburbs? 

3.  If  the  items  or  services  are  not 
universally  available,  are  there  other 
items  or  services  that  are  of  similar 
function,  quality,  quantity,  size,  and 
type  that  can  be  substituted? 

4.  Is  there  anything  else  we  should 
know  about  your  product  or  service? 
Are  there  recommendations  you  wish  to 
make  that  would  help  us  in  our  data 
collection? 

Outlet  Availability  and  Usage  (Retail) 

1.  What  is  your  product  or  service? 
What  is  the  address(es)  of  your 
establishment(s)?  If  you  have  multiple 
locations,  which  locations  have  the 
greatest  sales  volumes  (i.e.,  are  most 
utilized  by  consumers)? 

2.  What  are  your  store/office  hours? 
Do  these  vary  by  locations? 


3.  Is  your  full  line  of  products  or 
services  available  at  all  locations? 

4.  Is  there  anything  else  w’e  should 
know  about  your  outlet(s)  or 
recommendations  you  wish  to  make? 

T ransportation  Information — Private 
and  Public  Services 

1.  What  type  of  transportation 
services  do  you  provide  (e.g.,  taxi,  bus, 
subway)? 

2.  What  geographic  areas  do  you 
service?  Which  routes  are  ‘typical’  or 
most  heavily  utilized? 

3.  What  is  your  rate  structure?  Does  it 
vary  by  time  of  day  or  season? 

4.  Is  there  anything  else  we  should 
know  about  transportation  usage  and 
services  in  your  area?  Are  there 
recommendations  you  wish  to  make 
about  our  data  collection? 

T ransportati on  Informati on — Private 
Use  and  Maintenance 

1.  What  types  of  driving  are  most 
common  in  your  area?  What  is  the 
annual  distance  driven? 

2.  What  types  roads  and  highways  are 
common  in  your  area?  What  are  the  road 
surfaces  and  conditions? 

3.  Are  there  unusual  climatic  or  other 
factors  that  affect  the  fuel  economy, 
maintenance,  and  depreciation  of 
vehicles? 

4.  Is  there  anything  else  we  should 
know  about  private  transportation  usage 
and  maintenance  in  your  area?  Are  there 
suggestions  or  recommendations  you 
wish  to  make? 

Local  Taxes  and  Fees 

1.  What  types  of  taxes,  licenses,  or 
fees  does  your  State,  territory,  or  local 
jurisdiction  levy  on  real  estate;  personal 
property;  sales  (including  sales  of 
property);  automobiles;  utilities;  or 
other  goods,  services,  or  transactions? 

2.  Who  levies  these  taxes,  licenses  or 
fees  (i.e..  State,  territory,  county,  city, 
other  jurisdiction)? 

3.  What  are  the  rates  or  schedules  for 
these?  How  often  and  when  are  they 
levied?  Do  the  rates/schedules  vary  by 
location,  season,  or  other  factors? 

4.  Is  there  anything  else  we  should 
know  about  taxes  and  fees  in  your  area? 
Are  there  suggestions  or 
recommendations  you  wish  to  make? 

Mortgage  Information 

1.  What  forms  of  home  financing  are 

most  common  in _ (the 

allowance  area  or  Washington,  DC 
metropolitan  area)?  (Do  not  include 
second  mortgages.) 

2.  What  are  the  typical  conditions  and 
limitations  on  loans? 

3.  What  is  the  typical  amount(s)  of 
down  payment  required?  What  are  the 
terms  and  rates? 
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4.  Are  there  special  subsidies  or  other 
practices  that  influence  home  financing 
in  your  area? 

5.  Looking  back  6  years,  whal  types  of 
changes  have  occurred  that  affect  home 
financing? 

6.  Is  there  anything  else  we  should 
know  about  home  financing  in  your 
area?  Are  there  suggestions  or 
recommendations  you  wish  to  make  that 
w’ould  help  us  in  our  data  collection? 

Real  Estate  Information 

1.  What  is  the  availability  of  housing 

in _ (the  allowance  area 

or  Washington,  DC  metropolitan  area)? 
Of  principal  interest  is  housing  for 
typical  salary  and  wage  earners  (as 
distinguished  from  retirees,  tourists,  or 
other  special  groups)  for  persons  with 
low,  moderate,  and  high  incomes. 

2.  Describe  the  communities  within 
your  area  in  which  persons 

_ (specify  occupation/ 

income  characteristics)  typically  live.  If 


appropriate,  identify'  separate 
communities  for  renters  and  home 
owners.  Where  are  these  communities 
located  relative  to  the  major  Federal 
activities  in  the  area? 

3.  Describe  the  type  of  housing  (e.g., 
apartment,  condominium,  town  house, 
detached  house). 

4.  For  each  type  of  housing,  whal  are 
the  usual  number  of  rooms,  bedrooms, 
baths,  total  square  footage,  lot  size,  type 
of  construction,  and  similar 
characteristics? 

5.  What  types  of  utilities  are  available 
and  typically  used  in  these 
communities;  sewer,  water,  natural  gas, 
electricity,  others? 

6.  Are  there  any  unusual  factors  that 
might  affect  maintenance  requirements 
in  your  area? 

7.  Looking  back  six  years,  describe  the 
changes  that  significantly  affected  the 
housing  market  (both  rental  and  owner 
markets). 


8.  Is  there  anjlhing  else  we  should 
know  about  the  housing  market  in  your 
area?  Are  there  suggestions  or 
recommendations  you  wish  to  make 
concerning  our  data  collection? 

Other  Types  of  Information 

Occasionally,  it  is  necessary  to  collect 
information  from  colleges,  universities, 
chambers  of  commerce,  trade 
associations,  and  other  groups  on 
specific  subjects  relating  to  the  analysis 
of  living  costs.  For  example,  a  university 
known  to  be  involved  in  home  energy 
research  may  be  contacted  to  determine 
whether  there  are  consumption  data  by 
region  or  allowance  area  that  could  have 
application  in  the  COLA  program. 

When  such  data  are  collected,  the 
purpose  and  basic  structure  of  the 
interview  will  follow  the  patterns 
shown  above.  The  substance,  however, 
will  vary  with  the  subject  matter. 
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Appenchx  6.-1993/1994  0PM  Living  Community  Selection 


Low 

Middle 

High 

City  and  County  o(  Honolulu,  Ha- 

waii; 

Homeowner  . 

Waianae  . . . . . .  ^ 

Kaneohe 

Wahiawa . 

Pearl  City . 

Kailua. 

Renter . 

Waianae  . 

Wahiawa . 

Mililani  Town. 

Makiki  . 

Kaneohe  . . . 

Aiea. 

Hawaii  County,  Hawaii. 

Hik),  Hawaii: 

Homeowner  . 

Hilo  . . . 

Hilo  . . . 

Hilo. 

Renter .  . 

Hilo  _ _  . 

Hilo 

Hikx 

Kailua  Kona,  Hawaii: 

Hnmpnwnnr  . 

Kailua  Kona 

‘  Kailua  Kona  . 

Renter  . . . . 

Kailua  Knna  . .  . 

■  Kaihia  Kona 

Kailua  Kona 

Kauai,  Hawaii: 

1 

Homeowner . . . 

Lhue . . . . . . 

'  t  ihue 

Kapaa  . .  . 

:  Kappa  _ 

Kaiaheo. 

Renter . . . . . 

Lihue . . . . . . 

1  1  ihue 

Princeville 

Hanamaulu _ _ _ _ _ 

Kapaa .  . 

Poipu. 

Hanapepe  . 

1  Wailua . 

Maui,  Hawaii: 

Homeowner  . . . . . . 

Waifuku . . . . 

[  Lahalna . . . 

Kahului _ _ _ 

1  Kihei 

Renter . . . . . . . 

Kahufui . . . . . . 

j  Kahukii . 

Lahaina 

Waiiuku  . . . . 

1  Wailidcii . 

Kihei. 

!  Lahaina . 

Guam: 

Homeownei  . . . 

Dededo  . . . 

1  Dededo  . . 

Dededo 

•Yigo  . . - . . . 

Barrigada  Heights. 

Renter . . . . . . . . 

Agana . . . . . . . . 

f  Agana  . . 

AgadSanta  Rit^ 

1  Yiga 

,  Pago  Bay. 

Puerto  Rico: 

i 

Homnownfif  . 

Alturas  . . . 

1  Alturas  . 

Sultana  . . . 

Sultana 

Renter . . . 

Mayaguez  . 

Alturas  . 

Miradero. 

Terrace  . . . . . 

Sultana  . . 

San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico; 

Homeowner . 

Carolina  . 

Carolina  . 

Bayamnn  . , . 

VA  Hospital  Area . 

Renter . . . 

Carolina  . . 

Old  San  Juan  . 

Isla  Verde  . 

Isla  Verde .  ,  , , , 

Condada 

St  Croix,  Virgin  Islands; 

Homeowner  . 

Chri<;tian.<;ted . 

Christiansted . 

Frederiksted  Area  . 

Frederiksted  Area  . 

Renter . 

ChrL<!tiansferl  .  . 

Christiansted  . . 

Christiansted. 

Frederiksted  Area . . . 

Frederiksted  Area . . 

St  Thomas,  Virgin  Islands: 

Homeowner _ _ _ 

Charlotte  Amalie _ _ 

Charlotte  Amalie . . . . 

Charlotte  Amalie 

Renter . . . . 

Charlotte  Amalie . . 

Charlotte  Amaife . . . 

Charlotte  Amalie 

' 

Washington  DC,  Otstrict  ol  CoKhtv- 

bia; 

Homeowner . 

NortheaM  DC  . . 

Northeast  DC  . . 

Renter . . . 

Norfhea.'?t  DC 

Northeast  DC  . 

Northwest  DC.** 

Washington  DC,  Maryland; 

Homeowner . . 

Suitland . . . . . . 

Gaithersburg . . . . . 

Renter  ... . . . . 

Capitol  Heights 

Germantown . 

Rockville 

Washington  DC,  Virginia; 

Homeowner  . . . . . 

Woodbridge  . . . . . 

Dale  City  . 

Renter . . . 

Wnodhridge  . 

Fatrfax/Falls  Church  . 

Alexandria. 

Nofttiwest  DC  excludes  Georgetown,  but  includes  Dupont  Circle,  Cleveland  Parfc  and  Adams  Morgart 


Housing  Cost  Analysis 

fLocatioa  Honolulu,  HI,  Date  Prepared;  03-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  SurveyJ 


1 

Annual  costs 

Category 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  in¬ 
come 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter  | 

Owner 

Maintenance . . . . . . . 

390 

459 

. 1 

528 
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Hoos(t;G  Cost  AhAiYSss— Continued 

[LocatJO^n:  Honoiciiu,  HJ.  Date  Prepared:  03-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Sur.evl 


Category 


Annual  cos's 

Lower  (iTicome 

ATiddte  irxxrre 

Upper  ir>- 
come 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owr^er 

Renter 

Owner 

Insuraixe . . . 

807 

444 

1347 

444 

1749 

444 

Utilities  . . 

Real  Estate  Tares . 

m7 

587 

1012 

1250 

1004 

1117 

1332 

1123 

24249 

1179 

Houstng  . . 

13067 

9792 

21196 

tt664 

15288 

Total  A.nnuai  Cost . . 

15968 

11248 

25283 

13225 

29031 

16911 

HousiNG  Cost  Analysis 

(Location:  Hilo  HI.  Date  Prepared;  16-Dec-93:  Summer  1993  Survey! 


Annua!  costs 

Category 

i 

Lower  income 

Upper  irv- 
come 

i  Renter 

Owner  | 

Owner 

Owner 

Maintertaxe . . . . . 

354 

417 

480 

Insuiarrce . 

675 

371 

717 

371 

783 

440 

Ufeitties . . . 

1313 

1177 

1482 

1313 

1652 

1392 

RmI  faxes  .  - . . . - . 

404 

547 

703 

Housing  . . 

8269 

1  6204 

11195 

8376 

13066 

10416 

Total  Annual  Cost . 

11015 

1  7752 

14368 

10060 

16684 

12248 

housing  Cost  Analysis 

(Location;  Kailua  Kona.  Hi.  Date  Prepared:  03-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Sur,evi 


Annual  costs 

1  Category 

1 

1  Upper  irv 

1  come 

1  _ 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

1 

349  i 

! 

41 1 

1 

! 

473 

Insui'ance . . 

694 

444 

834 

1  444 

1023 

444 

Utilities . . . 

1313 

1177 

1482 

1  1313 

1652 

1392 

pia;^l  F'^fn're  fn«ii»<f  ,  . 

533 

814 

984 

Housinij  . . 

9939 

8136 

14180 

9612 

16939 

12600 

Total  Annua!  Cost . . 

12828 I 

_ 1 

! 

I  9757 

1 - 

17721 

11369 

21071 

14436 

Housing  Cost  Analysis  Hawaii  County  Composite 

(Summer  1993  Survey.  Date  Prepared;  24-Fet>-94| 


1_OCai<OA 

H 

Annual  costs 

j  Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

O’wner  1  Renter 

_ ■  -  -  . _ i _ _ 

Owner 

Renter 

O'wner 

Renter 

Hilo.  Ht  . 

Kailua  Kona,  Hi . . . 

Total  Weight . . . 

Hawaii  Counfy,  HI  Cost . 

[  10,060 
11,369 

16.684 

21,071 

12248 

14.436 

100.00 

14,955 

10292 

17,463 

12.636 
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Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Locationc  Kauai  County,  HI,  Date  Prepared;  24-Fel>-94;  Summei  t993  Survey) 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owrrer 

Renter 

Mamterrance . . . . 

323 

380 

437 

Insurance . . . . . . . 

720 

444 

835 

444 

1025 

444 

Utitties . . . . . 

1324 

1186 

1496 

1324 

1669 

1404 

Real  Estate  Taxes . . . . . . . . - . 

493 

673 

862 

11122 

11052 

14349 

12600 

17734 

18132 

Total  Annual  Cost . . . 

13982 

12682 

17733 

14368 

21727 

19980 

HOUSING  Cost  Analysis 

ILocatKXK  Maur  County,  HI,  Date  Prepared;  03-Nov-99;  Summer  T993  Survey) 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Maintenance  . . . . . . . 

354 

416 

478 

hrrsurance . . . . . . 

215 

168 

382 

173 

373 

190 

Utilities . . . . . . . 

1565 

1393 

1781 

1565 

1996 

1666 

Real  Estate  Taxes . . . . . 

588 

826 

1074 

Housing  . . . . . . . . 

11648 

7620 

16523 

9564 

20105 

13200 

Total  Annual  Cost . 

14370 

9181 

19928 

11302 

24026 

15056 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

(Locatioa  Guam,  Date  Prepared;  OS-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Category 

Annual  costs 

[  Lower  irrcome 

1  Middle  income 

Upper  imome 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Maintenance . . . . . . . . 

464 

546 

ROR 

Insurance . . . . . . . .  . 

2266 

81 

2738 

163 

3474 

325 

Utilities  . . . . . 

1778 

1630 

1963 

1778 

2148 

1864 

Reail  Estate  Taxes . . . .  . 

229 

281 

678 

Housing  . . . . . 

9954 

9636 

13018 

12600 

17811 

21000 

Total  Annual  Cost . . . . . 

14691 

11347 

18546 

14541 

24639 

23189 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

(Locationc  Mayaguez,  PR,  Date  Prepared:  03-Nov-03;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Category 


Maintenance  . . . . 

Insurance . . . . 

Utilities . . . . 

Real  Estate  Taxes _ _ 

Housing  . . . . . 

Total  Annual  Cost 


Annual  costs 


Lower  income 


Middle  income 


Owner 


201 

324 

1000 

0 

3939 


5464 


Renter 


136 

906 


4980 


6022 


Owner 


236 

538 

1117 

304 

6312 


Renter 


221 

1000 


7272 


Upper  income 


Owner 


271 

804 

1235 

329 

9185 


Renter 


298 

1055 


11784 
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Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Location;  San  Juan,  PR,  Date  Prepared;  03-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Annual  costs 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  irxx>me 

Annual  costs 


Location 

Weights 

Lower  income 

Middle  incom 

e 

Upper  income 

Owner  j 

Renter 

Owner 

R 

errter 

Owner 

Renter 

San  Juan,  PR . . . . 

84.09 

5,971 

9,798 

7,917 

14,057 

13,280 

24,089 

Mayaguez,  PR  . 

15.91 

5,464 

6,022 

8,507 

8,493 

11,824 

13,137 

Total  Weight .  . 

Puerto  Rico  Cost . . . 

100.00 

5,890 

9,197 

8,011 

13,172 

13,048 

22.347 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Location;  Sl  Croix.  VI;  Date  Pre^iareet  24-Fet>-94;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Category 


Maintenance  ; . . . . 

Utilities . . . . . . 

Real  Estate  Taxes . . r _ 

Housing  . . . . . . 


Lower  income 


Annual  costs 
Middle  income 


Upper  income 


Total  Annual  Cost . . . . . 


Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

R 

enter 

Owner 

Renter 

329 

387 

445 

1762 

390 

2717 

390 

3647 

705 

1755 

1557 

2002 

1755 

2249 

1870 

590 

952 

1223 

8242 

8148 

12708 

12924 

14156 

16332 

12678 

10095 

16766 

15069 

21720 

18907 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Location;  St  Thomas,  VI;  Date  Prepared;  03-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Category 


Maintenance  . . . . . . 

Insurance . . . . . 

Utilities . . . . . . . 

Real  Estate  Taxes . . . 

Total  Annual  Cost . . . . . 


Lower  income 
Owner 


Annual  costs 
Middle  income 


Upper  irKome 


F 

lenter 

390 

1755 

11736 

13881 

Owner 

Renter 

457 

4361 

705 

2249 

1870 

1419 

16729 

16572 

25215 

19147 
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Housing  Cost  Analysis— Virgin  Islands  Composite 

(Summer  1993  Survey;  Date  Prepared:  24-Feb-94] 


Location 

Weights 

Annual  costs 

Lower  income 

Middle  income  j 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Renter 

St.  Croix,  VI . 

St.  Thomas,  VI . 

Total  Weight . 

Puerto  Rico  Cost . 

45.73 

54.27 

12,678 

15,125 

10,095 

11,355 

18,766 

21,030 

15,069 

13,881 

21,720 

25,215 

18,907 

19,147 

100.00 

14,006 

10,779 

19,995 

14,424 

23,617 

19,037 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Washington,  DC,  MD;  Date  Prepared:  04-Nov-93:  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

308 

362 

416 

Insurance . 

317 

131 

383 

131 

817 

171 

Utilities . 

2226 

1954 

2567 

2226 

2907 

2385 

Real  Fsstate  Taxes . 

627 

917 

2314 

Housing  . 

6164 

5484 

8115 

7152 

17531 

18528 

Total  annual  cost . 

9642 

7569 

12344 

9509 

23985 

21084 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

(Location:  Washington,  DC,  MD;  Date  Prepared:  04-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Lower  income 

Middle  irxx>me 

Upper  income 

Owner 

■  Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

316 

372 

428 

Insurance . 

185 

101 

207 

'  120 

348 

145 

Utilities . 

2394 

2103 

2757 

2394 

3121 

2563 

Real  Estate  Taxes . 

1320 

1274 

2620 

Housing  . 

6223 

6312 

7616 

9168 

13081 

12948 

Total  annual  cost . 

10438 

8616 

12226 

11682 

19598 

15656 

Housing  Cost  Analysis 

(Location:  Washington,  DC,  VA;  Date  Prepared:  04-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Lower  income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Maintenarxie . 

250 

294 

338 

Insurance . 

154 

95 

188 

95 

229 

115 

Utilities . 

2216 

1946 

2553 

2216 

2890 

2373 

Real  Estate  Taxes . 

1479 

1892 

2545 

Housing  . 

6193 

7044 

8316 

9156 

11914 

11844 

Total  annual  cost . 

10292 

9085 

13243 

11467 

17916 

14332 

27375 
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Housing  Cost  Analysis— Washington  DC  Composite 

(Summer  1993  Pricing:  Date  Prepared:  04-Nov-93;  02:16  PM] 


Annual  costs 


Location 

Weights 

Lower  income 

Middle  Income 

Upper  income 

Owner 

Renter 

Owr>er 

Renter 

Owner 

Renter 

Washington,  DC,  DC  . . . 

33.34 

9,642 

7,569 

12,344 

9,509  ' 

23,985 

21,084 

Washington,  DC.  MD  . . . . . 

33.33 

10,438 

8,516 

12,226 

11,682 

19,598: 

15,656 

Washirrgton,  DC,  VA . 

33.33 

10,292 

9,085 

13,243 

11,467 

17,916 

14,332 

Total  Weight . 

Composite  Cost . . . 

100.00 

10,124 

8,390 

12,604 

10,886 

20,500 

17,024 

Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  Honolulu.  HI,  Summer  1993  Survey:  Date  Prepared:  04-Nov-93;  02:55  PM) 


Total  Annual 
Cost 

Total  Cost 
DC  Area 

Index 

Total  Annual 
Cost 

Total  Cost 
DC  Area 

Index 

Lower  Income . 

15,968 

10,124 

157.72 

11,248 

8,390 

134.06 

Middle  lixome . . . 

25,283 

12,604 

200.60 

13,225 

10,886 

121.49 

Upper  Income . . . . . . . . . . 

29,031 

20,500 

141.61 

16,911 

17,024 

99.34 

Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  Hawaii  County.  HI,  Summer  1993  Survey:  Date  Prepared:  24-Feb-94;  12:25  PMJ 


Owners 

Renters 

Total  Annual 
Cost 

Total  Cost 
DC  Area 

IrKlex 

Total  Annual 
Cost 

Total  Cost  ' 
DC  Area 

Index 

Lower  Income . 

11,337 

10,124 

111.98 

8,108 

8,390 

96.64 

Middle  Income . . . 

14,955 

12,604 

118.65 

10,292 

10,886 

94.54 

Upper  Income . 

17,463 

20,500 

85.19 

12,636 

17,024 

7422 

Lowe;  IrKome  . 
Middl<3  Irrcome 
Uppei  IrKome  . 


Housing  Analysis 

(Location:  Kauai  County,  HI,  Summer  1993  Survey:  Date  Prepared:  24-Feb-94;  01:25  PM] 


Owners 

Renters 

Total  Annual 
Cost 

Total  Cost 
DC  Area 

Index 

Total  Annual 
Cost 

Total  Cost 
DC  Area 

Index 

Lower  Income . 

13,982 

10,124 

138.11 

12,682 

8,390 

151.16 

Middle  Income . . . 

17,733 

12,604 

140.69 

14,368 

10,886 

131.99 

Upper  lrKX>me . 

21,727 

20,500 

105.99 

19,980 

17,024 

117.36 

Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  Maui  County,  HI,  Summer  1993  Survey:  Date  Prepared:  04-Nov-93;  02:56  PM] 


Total  Annual  Total  Cost 
Cost  DC  Area 


14,370  10,124 

19,928  12,604 

24,026  20,500 


Total  Annual  Total  Cost 
Cost  DC  Area 
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Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  Guam,  Summer  1993  Survey:  Date  Prepared:  04-Nov-93;  02:53  PM] 


Owners 

Renters 

Total  Annual 
Cost 

Total  Cost 
DC  Area 

Index 

Total  Annual 
Cost 

Total  Cost 
DC  Area 

Index 

Lower  Income . . . 

14,691 

10,124 

145.11 

11,347 

8,390 

135.24 

Middle  Income . 

18,546 

12,604 

147.14 

14,541 

1  10,886 

133.58 

Upper  Income . 

24,639 

20,500 

120.19 

23,189 

1  17,024 

136.21 

Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  Puerto  Rico,  Summer  1993  Survey:  Date  Prepared:  24-Feb-94;  03:12  PM] 


Owners 

Renters 

Total  Annual 
Cost 

Total  Cost 
DC  Area 

Index 

Total  Annual 
Cost 

Total  Cost 
DC  Area 

Index 

Lower  Income . 

5,890 

10,124 

58.18 

9,197 

8,390 

109.62 

Middle  Income . 

8,011 

12,604 

63.56 

13,172 

10,886 

121.00 

Upper  Income . 

13,048 

20,500 

63.65 

22,347 

17,024 

131.27 

Housing  Analysis 

[Location:  Virgin  Islands,  Summer  1993  Survey:  Date  Prepared:  24-Feb-94:  02:44  PM] 


- 

Owners 

Renters 

Total  Annual 
Cost 

Total  Cost 
DC  Area 

Index 

Total  Annual 
Cost 

Total  Cost 
DC  Area 

Index 

Lower  Income . 

14,006 

10,124 

138.34 

10,779 

8,390 

128.47 

Middle  Income . 

19,995 

12,604 

158.64 

14,424 

10,886 

132.50 

Upper  Income . 

23,617 

20,500 

115.20 

19,037 

17,024 

111.82 

Appendix  9A.— Analysis  of  Home  Sales  Data 


Location 

Previous 

Current 

Change 

Percent  adj. 

Final  value 

CBS 

Average 

CBS 

Average 

(percent) 

City  arxl  County  of  Honolulu,  Hawaii: 
Lower . 

25 

$211,347 

46 

$202,041 

-4.4 

NA 

$202,041 

Middle  . 

48  1 

329,693 

41 

245,973 

-25.4 

-0.6 

’327,715 

Upper  . 

78 

363,460 

96 

374,918 

3.2 

NA 

374,918 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  state  that  market  is  stable.  Change  at  middle  level  is  not  consistent  with  change  at  lower  and  upper  levels 
nor  with  professionals’  opinions.  Data  are  stronger  at  lower  and  upper  levels.  Therefore,  last  year’s  middle  value  is  adjusted  by  average 
rate  of  change  at  lower  and  upper  levels. 


Hilo,  Hawaii: 

Lower . 

I 

15 

1 

$130,743 

QZ 

$127,854 

1 

-2.2 

1  NA 

$127,854 

Middle  . 

16 

162,903 

36 

172,185 

5.7 

NA 

172,185 

Upper  . 

21 

197,863 

18 

225,335 

13.9  1 

1  1.7 

’201,227 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  state  that  housing  market  is  soft.  Trends  vary  greatly  among  income  levels.  Trends  at  upper  level  are  incorv 
gnx>us  with  trends  at  other  two  levels  and  with  opinions  of  real  estate  professionals.  Therefore,  last  year's  upper  value  is  adjusted  by  the 
average  rate  of  change  at  lower  and  middle  levels. 


Kailua  Kona,  Hawaii: 

Lower  . 

13 

!  $159,867 

24 

$153,666 

-3.9 

NA 

$153,666 

Middle  . 

22 

[  222,950 

26 

219,245 

-1.7 

NA 

219,245 

Upper  . 

26  1 

1  261,018 

36 

261,902 

0.3 

NA 

261,902 

Notes:  Real  Estate  professionals  believe  market  is  stable.  Data  are  more  numerous  this  year  and  are  good.  Changes  nearly  uniform  among 
levels.  Therefore,  rx>  adjustments  made. 


Kauai,  Hawaii: 

Lower . 

9 

$171,792 

13 

$144,810 

-15.7 

0.1 

’$171,964 

Middle  . 

3 

221,624 

10 

221,858 

0.1 

NA 

221,858 

Upper  . 

10 

273,921 

21 

.221,986 

-19.0 

0.1 

’274,195 
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Appendix  9A.— Analysis  of  Home  Sales  Data— Continued 


Location 


Previous 

Current 

OBS 

Average 

OBS 

Average 

Change 

(percent) 


Percent  adj. 


Final  value 


Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  believe  prices  are  generally  stable  except  at  upper  level,  where  prices  declined.  Professionals  say  marVet 
not  affected  by  Hurricane  Iniki,  but  condition  of  properties  at  sale  is  not  known.  Decreases  could  reflect  short-term  fluctuations  due  to  storm 
damage.  Therefore,  change  at  middle  level  used  to  adjust  last  year’s  values  at  lower  arxj  upper  levels  because  change  is  rrwe  consistent 
with  professionals’  opinions. 


Maui,  Hawaii: 

Lower  . 

7 

$207,913 

18 

$180,099 

-13.4 

NA 

$180,099 

Middle  . 

t9 

275,925 

34 

255,476 

-7.4 

NA 

255,476 

Upper  . 

8 

346,925 

6 

369,274 

6.4 

-  10.4 

'310.845 

Notes;  Real  estate  professionals  state  housing  prices  are  declining  because  ot  the  slower  U.S.  economy,  lack  ot  tourism,  and  decrease  in 
foreign  investments.  Therefore,  the  average  change  at  the  lower  and  middle  levels  is  used  to  adjust  the  previous  year’s  value  at  the  upper 
level. 


Guam; 

Lower  . 

3 

$130,855 

26 

$144,738 

10.6 

NA 

$144,738 

Middle  . 

6 

162,534 

15 

189,280 

165 

NA 

189,280 

Upper  . 

3 

309,777 

13 

258,978 

- 16.4 

NA 

258.978 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  believe  that  market  is  soft  and  that  prices  have  declined  in  the  past  year.  Typhoon  Omar  does  not  appear  to 
have  adversely  affected  market.  Quantity  ot  data  is  significantly  greater  this  year  at  all  income  levels.  Data  are  good.  Therefore,  ho  adjust¬ 
ments  made. 


Mayaguez,  Puerto  Rico: 

Lower  .  2 

Middle  .  5 

Upper  .  4 

1 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  indicate  that  market 
previous  and  current  year’s  data  are  merged  separe 
vkHJS  year’s  values  at  each  level. 

$61,459 

98,484 

143,298 

has  been  very 
itely  and  the  o 

1 

5 

4 

(^) 

(") 

slow  and  price 
/erall  change  f< 

$65,106 

100,737 

130,169 

(^) 

e) 

5  have  been  fla 
jr  the  two  sets 

5.9  j  -  0.9 

2.3  1  -  0.9 

-  9.2  !  -  0  9 

(3)  1 

t.  Data  are  sparse  at  all  level: 
of  merged  data  is  used  to  ad 

'  SG0.906 
'97,598 
'  142,008 

;.  Therefore, 
just  the  pre- 

"  ^  1 

San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico:  j 

Lower  . j  79 

Middle  .  j  23 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  believe  that  prices  a 
rent  survey  exce^  previous  survey  at  the  lower  a 
with  professional  opinions,  no  adjustments  are  mad« 

$62,271 
84,721 
151,946 
e  stable.  Chan 
id  middle  leve 

147 

48 

31 

ge  IS  fairly  unite 
s.  Since  this  y 

$61,389 
84,084 
151,878 
>rm  anxing  inc( 
ear’s  data  are 

1 

-  1.4  ! 

-0.8; 
0.0  ! 

ime  levels.  Nur 
more  numerou 

NA 

NA 

NA 

nber  of  observ! 
5  and  change 

$61,389 

84,084 

151,873 

jtions  in  cur¬ 
ls  consistent 

St  Croix,  Virgin  Islands:  | 

Lower  . j  10 

Middle  .  j  5 

Upper  . :  3 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  believe  market  is  ve 
differ  from  real  estate  professionals  opinions.  Trenc 
sional's  opinions.  Therefore,  the  previous  year’s  va 
income  level. 

$103,635 
151,866 
188,037 
ry  slow.  Data  e 
at  lower  inconr 
ue  at  the  lowe 

6  1  $78,705 

8  1  174,161 

5  i  194,004 

ire  sparse  at  all  income  levels 
le  level  incongruous  with  trerx 
income  Is  adjusted  by  the  a\ 

j 

-24.1  =  9.0 

14.7  1  NA 

3.2  1  NA 

,  and  trends  vary  widely  amor 
Is  at  other  two  levels  and  also 
rerage  rate  of  change  at  mkJd 

$112,962 
174,161 
194,004 
ig  levels  and 
with  profes- 
le  and  upper 

- 1 - 

St  Thomas,  Virgin  Islands:  j 

Lower  . !  9 

Middle  . — .  1  6 

Upper  . i  3 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  believe  market  is  d 
lower  level  is  used  to  adjust  previous  values  at  mick 

$128,930 
183,591 
214,173 
eclining.  Data 
jle  and  upper  1 

; 

11 

2 

5 

are  sparse  at 
evels. 

$139,680 

217,997 

1  241,196 

niddle  and  upp 

'T’  ^ 

8.3  !  NA 

18.7  j  8.3 

12.6  !  8.3 

er  levels.  Therefore,  the  rate 

$139,680 
’  198,829 
'231.949 
of  change  at 

Washington  DC,  District  of  Columbia 
Summer  1993  Survey; 

Lower  . 

Middle  . . . 

Upper  . . . 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  state 
significantly  among  levels  and  are  m 
els  is  used  to  adjust  last  year’s  data 

46 

40 

30 

that  prices  ha 
Dt  consistent  w 

$88,033 
115,960 
250,512 
ve  remained  s 
th  professional 

38 

34 

56 

able.  Data  are 
s’  opinions.  The 

$97,218 
108,433 
302,515 
generally  less 
irefore,  averagr 

10.4 
-6.5 
20  8 

numerous  than 
i  rate  of  the  ch, 

I 

8.2 

8.2 

8.2 

previous  data 
ange  af  all  thie 

'  $95,306 
'  125,469 
'271.054 
Trends  vary 
e  irx»me  lev- 

Washington  DC,  Maryland  Summer 

1 

1 

1 

1 

i 

\ 

! 

i 

1993  Survey: 

1 

$95,031 

Lower  . . . 

9 

$104,832 

14 

$95,031 

-9.3 

NA 

Middle  ..: . 

•8 

125,723 

12 

174,538 

38.8 

-7.5 

'  116.:-94 

Upper  . 

13 

211,667  1 

I  19 

199,750 

-5.6 

NA 

I99.7s0 
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Location 


Appendix  9A.— Analysis  of  Home  Sales  Data— Continued 


Previous 

Current 

OBS 

Average 

OBS 

Average 

Change 

(percent) 


Percent  adj. 


Final  value 


Notes:  Fleal  estate  professionals  irxficate  that  marVet  has  been  slow  and  prices  stable.  Change  at  middle  level  Is  greater  than  what  profes¬ 
sionals  believe  is  Nkely.  Therefore,  change  at  lower  and  upper  income  levels  are  averaged  arKf  used  to  adjust  last  year's  middle  value. 


Washington  DC,  Virginia  Summer  1993 
Survey; 

Lower  . 

45 

$95,184 

40 

$94,563 

-0.7 

NA 

$94,563 

Middle  . 

81 

125,047 

66 

126,984 

1.5 

NA 

126,984 

Upper  . . . 

114 

182,325 

139 

181,917 

-0.2 

NA 

181,917 

Notes:  Real  estate  professionals  say  that  the  market  is  slow.  Data  are  numerous  at  all  income  levels.  Data  are  good,  arxf  rates  of  change 
appear  consistent  with  professionals’  opinions.  Therefore.  rx>  adjustments  are  made. 


'  Adjusted. 

2  Overall  average  =  -0.3  percent. 

3  Merged  average  »  -  0.9  percent. 


Appendix  9B.— Analysis  of  Rental  Data 


Location 

Previous 

Current 

Percent 

Percent 

adjust¬ 

ment 

Final 

Average 

OBS 

Nonbroker 

Broker 

Average 

change 

value 

City  and  county  of  Honolulu, 
Hawaii: 

Lower . 

68 

$750 

218 

$795 

$836 

$816 

8.8 

$816 

Middle  . 

42 

960 

140 

993 

950 

972 

1.3 

972 

Upper . 

69 

1,384 

479 

1,266 

1,281 

1,274 

-7.9 

1,274 

Notes:  Realty  professionals  indicate  market  is  soft,  especially  for  house  rentals.  Observed  trends  support  this.  Number  of  observations  signifi¬ 
cantly  greater  this  year.  Current  data  are  good.  Therefore,  no  adjustments  made. 


Hilo,  Hawaii; 

Lower . 

16 

$584 

21 

$414 

$619 

$517 

-11.5 

NA 

$517 

Middle . 

19 

716 

39 

552 

844 

698 

-2.5 

NA 

698 

Upper  . 

37 

878 

143 

685 

1,050 

868 

-1.1 

NA 

868 

Notes;  Realty  professionals  indicate  market  is  soft  and  that  prices  are  stable  or  declining.  Number  of  observations  greater  this  year,  particularly 
at  upper  level.  Current  data  are  good.  Therefore,  no  adjustments  made. 


Kailua  Kona,  Hawaii: 

Lower . 

17 

.  ■  '1 

$734 

76 

$617 

$738 

$678 

-7.6 

NA 

$678 

Middle . 

22 

883 

58 

727 

875 

801 

-9.3 

NA 

801 

Upper  . 

27 

1,111 

97 

925 

1,175 

1,050 

-5.5 

NA 

1,050 

Notes:  Realty  professKxtals  irKficate  market  is  soft  and  that  prices  are  stable  or  declining.  Number  of  observations  significantly  greater  this  year 
at  all  levels.  Current  data  are  good.  Therefore,  no  adjustments  are  made. 


Kauai,  Hawaii: 

Lower . 

15 

$811 

19 

$600 

$800 

$800B 

-1.4 

13.6 

$921* 

Middle . 

20 

906 

25 

1,000 

1,100 

1,050 

15.9 

NA 

1,050 

Upper . 

22 

1,358 

56 

1,643 

1,379 

1,511 

11.3 

NA 

1,511 

*  Adjusted  by  average  at  middle  and  upper  levels 
B>Broker  only  because  less  than  3  rron-broker  samples. 

Notes:  Realty  professionals  indicate  greater  demand  for  rentals  as  a  result  of  Iniki  but  believe  prices  are  stable.  (This  agrees  with  broker  data 
trends.)  Current  data  are  good  at  middle  and  upper  irK:ome  levels  but  are  weaker  at  lower  income  levels.  Therefore,  previous  year’s  rate  at 
lower  level  is  adjusted  by  the  average  of  the  rates  of  change  at  the  middle  and  upper  income  levels. 


Maui,  Hawaii: 

Lower . 

33 

$650 

52 

$601 

$669 

$635 

-2.3 

NA 

$635 

Middle . 

51 

847 

60 

708 

885 

797 

-5.9 

NA 

797 

Upper . 

71 

1,085 

84 

1,020 

1,179 

1,100 

1.4 

NA 

1,100 

Notes:  Realty  professionals  indicate  that  prices  are  stable  or  deciinirtg.  Tourism  is  low,  and  this  is  depressing  the  rental  market.  Number  of  ob¬ 
servations  are  greater  this  year  than  last  year.  Current  data  are  good.  Therefore,  no  adjustments  made. 


Guam; 

Lower . 

16 

$749 

24 

$749 

$856 

$803 

7.2 

NA 

$803 

Middle  . 

20 

1,061 

35 

980 

1,119 

1.050 

-1.0 

NA 

1,050 
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Appendix  9B.— Analysis  of  Rental  Data— Continued 


Location 

Previous 

Current 

Percent 

Percent 

Final 

1  OBS 

Average 

OBS 

Nonbroker 

Broker 

Average 

change 

ment 

value 

1 

Upper  . 

1  39 

1,559 

63 

1,421 

1  2,079 

1,750 

12.3 

NA 

1,750 

Notes:  Realty  professionals  indicated  that  rental  prices  were  declining  earlier  in  the  year  but  now  are  increasing  perhaps  because  of  increased 
homeowner  insurance  costs  as  a  result  of  typhoon  Omar.  Professionals  believe  tourism  is  down,  that  this  reduces  demand  and  partially  off¬ 
sets  rent  increases  that  might  othenwise  occur.  Number  of  observations  greater  this  year.  Current  data  are  good.  Therefore,  no  adjustments 
made. 


Mayaguez,  Puerto  Rico:  j 

Lower . : 

10  1 

I 

$408  I 

8 

$600 

$490 

490B 

20.1 

1.6 

$415* 

Middle . i 

!  22  1 

596 

10 

588 

638 

613 

2.9 

1.6 

606* 

Upper . 

1  10  i 

! _ ! 

i  967  I 

I _ : 

25 

760 

820 

790 

-18.3 

1.6 

982* 

B=Broker  only  because  less  than  3  non-broker  samples. 

Overall  average:  1 .6%. 

'Adjusted  by  overall  average. 

Notes:  Realty  professionals  indicate  that  market  is  stable  but  tight  because  of  college  student  population  and  demand  for  units.  Data  trends  are 
divergent,  even  among  broker  data.  Therefore,  rates  of  change  at  ail  three  levels  are  averaged  and  result  (1.6%)  used  to  adjust  last  year’s  re¬ 
sults  by  income  level. 


San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico: 

Lower . I 

1  1 

i  29  ! 

r  '  "  1 

$684 

! 

36 

I 

$708  i 

$747 

1 

$728 

1 

i  '  6.4 

NA 

$728 

Middle . : 

34  ! 

!  1,079 

50 

1,185  I 

950 

1,068 

-1.0 

NA 

1,068 

Upper . . . 

_ _  1 

i  ^  i 

1  1,996  j 

I _ _ _ I 

i  98 

I _ 

1.831  ! 

1,995 

1,893 

-5.2 

NA 

1,893 

Notes:  Realty  professionals  indicate  rental  market  is  stable  or  decreasing.  Number  of  observations  greater  this  year,  particularly  at  upper  level. 
Current  data  are  good.  Therefore,  no  adjustments  made. 


St  Croix,  Virgin  Islands:  j 

Lower . ’ 

^1 

1 

$697 

1 

80 

$714 

$644 

1 

$679 

-2.6 

1 

1 

NA 

[“ 

$679 

Middle . i 

i  4  1 

1,129 

49 

840  1 

1  754 

797 

-29.4 

-4.6 

1,077 

Upper . i 

r  19  ! 

1 _ i_ 

1,457 

_ 1 

39  ^ 

i _ 1 

1,427 ; 

1 _ i 

1  1,295  i 

i _ J 

!  1.361 

1 _ i 

-6.6 

NA 

1,361 

Notes:  Realty  professionals  say  that  rental  rates  are  declining.  However,  change  at  middle  income  level  is  incongruous  with  change  at  other  two 
levels  and  beyond  what  realty  professionals  would  expect.  Therefore,  rates  of  change  at  lower  and  upper  income  levels  are  averaged  and 
used  to  adjust  previous  year’s  rate  at  middle  income  level. 


St-  Thomas,  Virgin  Islands: 
Lower . 

1 

32 

r  ■  ■“  - 1 

$735  i 

62 

[ 

$643  i 

$925 

1 

$784  I 

1  ! 
!  6.7  I 

r  ■  ■■■  . . I 

!  i 

1  NA  j 

i 

$784 

Middle . 

25 

60 

978  i 

i  -8.5 

NA  ! 

978 

Upper . 

....  i 

22 

44  1 

1  1,273  1 

1,488 

1.381 

1 

NA 

1,381 

Notes:  Realty  professionals  believe  prices  are  declining  because  rental  availability  is  at  peak  since  hurricane  Hugo.  Number  of  observations 
greater  this  year  at  all  levels.  Current  data  are  good.  Therefore,  no  adjustmerrts  made. 


Washington  DC,  District  of  Co-  i 
lumbia  Summer  1993  Survey;  j 
Lower . ‘ 

i 

99  ! 

j 

1 

$485  I 

1 

160 

,  1 

$451  j 

1  $463 

$457 

t 

-6.8 

! 

NA  1 

$457 

Middle . . . i 

54  i 

643  j 

69 

592  1 

1  600 

596 

-y.3 

NA  1 

596 

Upper . J 

34  ! 

_ i_ 

1,594  j 

55 

1,450  1 

1  1,638 

1,544 

-3.1 

_ 1 

NA  i 

1 _ L 

1.544 

Notes:  Realty  professionals  indicate  that  market  is  stable  and  that  rental  availability  is  good.  However,  trends  indicate  market  is  declining.  Num¬ 
ber  of  observations  greater  this  year.  Current  data  are  good.  Therefore,  no  adjustments  are  made. 


I 

Washington  DC,  Maryland,  1 

j 

1 

i  . 

1  i 

I 

i 

1  : 

1 

1 

. 1 

1  ■■■  ■ 

Summer  1993  Survey;  j 

Lower . .  | 

54  1 

j  i 

$535 

63 

$514  1 

$538 

s 

$526  ! 

-1.7 

NA  ! 

i  $526 

Middle . i 

33  j 

j  763 

41 

783  1 

744 

764  ! 

-0.1 

NA  1 

1  764 

Upper . 1 

62 

961 

I  i 

105 

i _ 

980  j 

1,777 

1,079 

-12.3 

NA  j 

1 

Notes:  Realty  professionals  indicate  that  market  is  stable,  that  turnover  ts  high,  but  that  townhouses  and  houses  for  rent  are  scarce  (mainly  af¬ 
fects  upper  level).  Number  of  observations  is  greater  this  year.  Current  data  are  good.  Therefore,  no  adjustments  made. 


- ^ 

Washington,  DC,  Virginia  Sum-  | 

!  1 

1 

! 

[“  -  V  " 

1  1 

- i 

1 

mer  1993  Survey;  S 

S 

1  i 

Lower . | 

37 

$571 

36 

$573  j 

$600  $587  i 

i  2.8 

NA 

$587 

Middle  . I 

105 

752  1 

138  1 

781  1 

744  !  763  I 

1.5 

NA  1 

763 
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Appendix  9B.— Analysis  of  Rental  Data— Continued 


Location 

Previous 

Current 

Percent 

Percent 

adjust¬ 

ment 

Final 

OBS 

Average 

OBS 

Nonbroker 

Broker 

Average 

change 

value 

Upper . — . 

116 

1,033  1 

238 

979 

994 

987  1 

-4.5 

NA 

987 

Notes;  Realty  professionals  irvlicate  that  market  is  stable  and  that  availability  is  good.  Number  of  observations  is  greater  this  year,  particularly  at 
upper  level.  Current  data  are  good.  Therefore,  r>o  adjustments  made. 


Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

(Location:  Hor>olulu,  HI;  Date  Prepared;  05-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX  4  dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4WD  2dir 

804 

1148 

1507 

Maintenar'ce/o'l .  . - . 

399 

413 

458 

Tires  . . 

112 

144 

161 

1  ioAn!«A  flnri  rAQi<Un)tion  . . . 

80 

94 

103 

Miscellaneous  tax  . . . 

0 

0  I 

0 

Depreciation . . . 

3176 

3596 

4353 

792 

870 

1076 

. • . . . 

1716 

1629 

1936 

Total  annual  cost . . . . . 

7079 

7894 

9594 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Location:  Hik),  HI;  Date  Prepared:  21 -Oct-93;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
OX  4  dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L6cyl 
GL4  dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4WD2dr 

861 

1229 

1613 

Maintenance/oil . . . . . . 

413 

446 

433 

Tirfts  . 

112 

144 

162 

License  and  registration . . . . 

62 

71 

77 

Miscellaneous  tax  . . . 

0 

0 

0 

npprftriation  . . . . 

3176 

3596 

4353 

Pinanre  expense  . . 

730 

802 

992 

Insiiranre  . 

1624 

1547 

1808 

Tottil  annual  cost . . . 

6978 

7835 

9438 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

(Location;  Kailua  Kona,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  21-Oct-93;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Category 

Armual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L6cyl 
4WD2dr 

Fuel  . . . - . 

942 

1345 

1765 

Maintenance/oil . . . . . . - . 

367 

413 

432 

112 

144 

162 

License  and  registration . . . . . . . . . . . 

62 

71 

77 

MisoellartAoiis  tax  . . . 

0 

0 

0 

Depreciation  . . . . . , . 

3176 

3596 

4353 

Finance  expense . . . 

751 

825 

1020 

Insurance  . 

1597 

1539 

1616 

Total  annual  cost 


7007 


7933 


9625 
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Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Hawaii  Composite;  Summer  1993  Survey.  Date  Prepared;  17-f  eb-94] 


Location 

Wei^TtS 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl  4 
WD2dr 

HI 

82.25 

17.75 

6978 

7007 

7835 

7933 

9438 

9625 

Kailua  Kona,  HI  . . . . . 

Total  Weight . . . . 

100.000 

P-fMnpositfi  mat  .  . 

6983 

7852 

9471 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Location;  Kauai,  HI;  Date  Prepared;  21-Oct-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Annual  costs 

Category 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4W0  2dr 

Cr  iaI 

862 

1232 

1616 

Mainlenance/oil . . . . . . . . . . . 

341 

363 

404 

112 

144 

162 

license  and  registration  ,,,  , . 

68 

79 

86 

0 

0 

0 

3176 

3596 

4353 

847 

931 

1151 

1424 

1367 

1642 

6830 

7712 

9414 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

[Location;  Maui,  HI;  Date  Prepared;  21-Oct-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4WD2dr 

852 

1217 

1597 

414 

424 

456 

112 

144 

162 

68 

79 

86 

0 

0 

0 

3176 

3596 

4353 

765 

840 

1039 

1577 

1503 

1760 

Total  annual  cost . .  . . - . . . - - - - 

6964 

7803 

9453 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 


[Location;  Guam;  Date  Prepared;  24-Mar-94;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L  4  cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4WD2dr 

736 

1052 

1381 

Maintenar>ce/oit .  . . . — 

330 

352 

398 

92 

139 

136 

28 

31 

33 

0 

0 

0 

3093 

3752 

4075 

Finance  expense . - . 

852 

984 

1125 

27382 
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Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis— Continued 

(Location:  Guam;  Date  Prepared:  24-Mar-94:  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 

1 .5L  4  cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
SIO  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4WD  2dr 

Insurance  . 

Total  annual  cost . 

1631 

1617 

2075 

6762 

7927 

9223 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis’ 

(Location:  Mayaguez,  PR;  Date  Prepared:  24-Mar-94;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Category 

1  Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 

1 .5L  4  cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4  dr 
sedan 

1 

Chevrolet 
SIO  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4WD  2dr 

564 

806 

1057 

Maintenance/oil  . 

249 

255 

287 

87 

114 

120 

License  and  registration . 

88 

88 

88 

Miscellaneous  tax  . . . 

0 

0 

0 

Depreciation . . . 

3451 

4523 

4987 

Finance  expense . 

1060 

1304 

1498 

Insurance  . . . 

1104 

1227 

1300 

Total  annual  cost . 

6603  ' 

8317 

9337 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

(Location:  San  Juan,  PR;  Date  Prepared:  24-Mar-94;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 

1 .5L  4  cyl 
DX  4  dr 
sedan 

_ _ 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
SIO  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4WD  2dr 

Fuel  . 

514 

734 

964 

Maintenance/oil  . 

286 

322 

341 

87 

114 

120 

License  and  registration . 

88 

88 

88 

Miscellaneous  tax  . 

0 

0 

0 

Depreciation  . 

3451 

4523 

4987 

Finance  expense . 

972 

1195 

1373 

Insurance  . .■ . . . 

1245 

1385 

1471 

Total  annual  cost . 

6643 

8361 

9344 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

(Puerto  Rico  Composite;  Summer  1993  Survey;  Date  Prepared:  24-Mar-94] 


'  Location 

Weights 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX  4  dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
SIO  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4WD2dr 

San  Juan,  PR  . . . 

Mayaguez,  PR  . 

Total  weight . . . 

84.09 

15.91 

6643 

6603 

8361 

8317 

9344 

9337 

100.00 

Composite  cost  . 

6637 

8354 

9343 
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Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

(Location:  St  Croix  VI.  Date  Prepared  24-War-94;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Fuel . . . . 

Maintenance/oil . — . 

Tires . 

License  and  registration . 

Miscellaneous  tax  . 

Depreciation . 

Finance  expense . . 

Insjrarx:e  . 

Total  arHHial  cost . 


Category 


Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 

Ford  Taurus 

Chevrolet 

1.5L  4  cyl 

3.0L6cyl 

S10  Blazer 

DX4dr 

GL4dr 

4.3L  6  cyt 

sedan 

sedan 

4WD  2dr 

584 

834 

1095 

260 

285 

290 

87 

114 

120 

35 

44 

54 

0 

0 

0 

2997 

3749 

3934 

904 

1066 

1191 

2087 

2242 

3152 

6954 

8334 

9836 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

(Location:  St  Thomas.  VI;  Dale  Prepared:  24-Mar-94;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolel 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyt 
4WD2dr 

PlU»l  . . . . . . . 

664 

949 

1246 

Maintenance/oil . . . . - . - . - . - . 

329 

363 

384 

87 

114 

120 

35 

44 

54 

0 

0 

0 

2997 

3749 

3934 

867 

1023 

1142 

1571 

1427 

2834 

6550 

7669 

9714 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis,  Virgin  Islands  Composite 

[Date  Prepared:  24-Mar-94;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Location 

Weights 

1  Arviual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyt 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolel 
SIO  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4wd2  dr 

St  Croix  VI  . - . - . 

45.73 

54.27 

6954 

6550 

8334 

7669 

9836 

9714 

100.00 

6735 

7973 

9770 

Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 

(Location:  Washington,  DC,  DC;  Date  Prepared:  21-Ocl-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Category 

1  Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX  4  dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolel 
SIO  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4wd2  cu 

596 

851 

1117 

376 

402 

432 

71 

91 

102 

74 

74 

74 

0 

0 

0 

2491 

3163 

3392 

Finance  Exoense  . 

487 

575 

657 
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Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis— Continued 

[Location:  Washington,  DC,  DC;  Date  Prepared:  21 -Oct-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Category 

Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 

Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 

Chevrolet 
SIO  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4wd  2  dr 

Insurance  . 

Total  Annual  Cost  . 

1048 

995 

1263 

5143 

6151 

7037 

Fuel  . 

Maintenance/Oil  . 

Tires  . 

License  &  Registration  ... 

Miscellaneous  Tax  . 

Depreciation . 

Finance  Expense  . 

Insurance  . 

Total  Annual  Cost 


Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 


[Location:  Washington,  DC,  MD;  Date  Prepared:  22-Oct-93;  Summer  1 993  Survey) 


Category 


Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 

Ford  Taurus 

Chevrolet 

1.5L4cyl 

3.0L  6  cyl 

SIO  Blazer 

DX4dr 

GL4dr 

4.3L  6  cyl 

sedan 

sedan 

4wd  2  dr 

585 

835 

1096 

413 

434 

439 

70 

90 

101 

48 

48 

48 

0 

0 

0 

2455 

3121 

3296 

490 

579 

655 

983 

976 

1146 

5044 

6083 

6781 

Fuel  . . . 

Maintenance/Oil  . 

Tires  . 

License  &  Registration  ... 

Miscellaneous  Tax  . 

Depreciation . 

Finance  Expense  . 

Insurance  . 

Total  Annual  Cost 


Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis 


[Location:  Washington,  DC,  VA;  Date  Prepared:  21 -Oct-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Category 


Annual  costs 

Honda  Civic 

Ford  Taurus 

Chevrolet 

1.5L  4  cyl 

3.0L  6  cyl 

SIO  Blazer 

DX4dr 

GL4  dr 

4.3L  6  cyl 

sedan 

sedan 

4wd  2  dr 

586 

837 

1099 

376 

382 

427 

70 

90 

101 

7lJ 

^  71 

71 

284 

312 

412 

2384 

3036 

3201 

445 

526 

596 

734 

710 

837 

4950 

5964 

6744 

Washington  DC,  DC  ... 
Washington  DC,  MD  ... 
Washington  DC,  VA  .... 

Total  Weight . 

Composite  Cost 


Private  Transportation  Cost  Analysis,  Washington,  DC  Composite 

[Date  Prepared:  22-Oct-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Location 


Weights 


Annual  costs 


Honda  Civic 
1.5L4cyl 
DX4dr 
sedan 


Ford  Taurus 
3.0L  6  cyl 
GL4dr 
sedan 


Chevrolet 
S10  Blazer 
4.3L  6  cyl 
4wd  2  dr 


33.34 

33.33 

33.33 


5143 

5044 

4950 


6151 

6083 

5964 


7037 

6781 

6744 


100.00 


5046 


6066 


6854 


BltUNG  CODE  632S-01-M 


Federal!  Register  /  Vol.  59,  No.  101  /  Thursday,  May  26,  1994  /  Notices 


27385 


A;\LOTUS\OPM\SUM33\'mNyKtS_GUA 


24-MAR-»4  DG 


AUTO  INSURANCE  CALCULATION  WORKSHEET 

Guam  Guam 

(Original  Values)  (f  »nal  Values) 


Honda 

Ford 

Chev 

97 

97 

97 

96 

96 

96 

10 

10 

10  i 

260 

296 

412  j 

712 

808 

921  I 

44 

44 

44  i 

97  97 

PD  50  96  96 

jUU  20/60  10  10 

jCM  500  260  296 

CL  500  712  808 

|mED  5  44  44 

fTOTALS  1219.0  1351.0 


Honaa  Ford  Chev 

Bl  100/300  97^~  97  sT 

PD  so  96  96  96 

UM 100/300  14  14  14 

CM  100  421  387  607 

CL  250  959  979  1217 

MED  5 _ 44  44  44 

TOTALS  1631.0  1617.0  2075.0 


Washingion  DC  (Special  Limits)  |  |  Guam  (indexes) 


Washington  DC  (Normal  Limits) 


Guam  (Values) 


Limits  Honda  Ford  Chev 


Honoa  Ford  Chev 


UM  26/60 

30.64 

3a  64 

CM  500 

73.49 

75.38 

CL  500 

213.45 

219.53 

iB1 100/300  38811  388.11  388.11 


UM  100/300 

41.58 

41.58 

41.58 

OK  100 

163.61 

139.69 

247.67 

CL  250 

385.74 

356.82 

507.42 

Bl  100/300  418.22  4ia22  41^22 


Honda  Ford  Chev 


CM 

457 

455 

677 

CL 

1017 

1073 

1269 
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A:\LOTOS\OPMVSUM93\TnNMNS_MAY 


24-MAn-94DG 


AUTO  INSURANCE  CALCULATION  WORKSHEET 

Mayaguez  PR 

(Original  Values) 


Mayaguez  PR 
(Final  Values) 


Limits 

Honda 

Ford 

Oev 

BI100/300 

120.84 

I2a84 

120.84 

PD  50 

105.35 

105.35 

105.35 

UMIOOOOO 

CM  100 

429.9 

505.45 

561.65 

CL  250 

38ai5 

425.71 

451.06 

MED  5 

5.1 

5.1 

5.1 

TOTALS 

1049.3 

1162.5 

1244.0 

Limits 

Honda 

Ford 

Chav 

Bl  100/300 

120.84 

120.84 

120.84 

PO50 

105.35 

105.35 

106.35 

UM  100/300 

55 

64 

56 

CM  100 

429.9 

505.45 

561.65 

CL  250 

388.15 

425.71 

451.06 

MED  5 

5.1 

5.1 

5.1 

TOTALS 

1104.3 

1226.5 

1300.0 

DC 


MD 


VA 


Washington  DC  (Special  LimKs) 

Mayaguez  PROndexes) 

Washington  DC  (Normal  Limits) 

Mayaguez  PR(Vaiues)! 

lUmits  Honda  Ford  Chev  | 

1  Honda  Ford  Chev  j 

iLimits  Honda  Ford  Chev  ] 

1  Honda  Ford  Chev  j 

■■■■■■■■■■I 

Bl 

388.11 

388.11 

388.11 

PD 

UM 

In  Bl 

InBI 

In  Bl 

CM 

163.61 

139.63 

247.67 

CL 

MED 

385.74 

356.62 

507.42 

Bl 

PO 

UM 

CM 

CL 

MED 


1.11  1.31  1.08 


Bi  100/300 

388.11 

388.11 

388.11 

PD  10 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

UM  100/300 

41.58 

41.58 

41.58 

CM  100 

163.61 

139.69 

247.67 

CL  250 

385.74 

356.82 

507.42 

MED  5 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

Bl  100/300 

418.22 

418.22 

418.22 

PD  10 

InBI 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

UM  100/300 

62.83 

62.83 

62.83 

CM  100 

128.96 

115.71 

189.11 

CL  250 

304.35 

291.65 

385.78 

MED  5 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

81 100/300 

341.36 

341.36 

341.36 

PD  20 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

UM  100/300 

26.65 

26.65 

26.65 

CM  100 

78.30 

68.93 

116.25 

CL  250 

235.05 

218.75 

299.36 

MED  5 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

Bl 

PD 

UM 

CM 

CL 

MED 


42  49 


COMMENTS 


UM  is  developed  by  Indexing  the  allowance  area  total  premium  to  each  Washington  DC  area  total  premium. 
MED  is  not  Indexed. 


10B-? 


03/24/94 
10:51  AM 


A:\L0TUS\0PM\SUM93VTBN\1NS_MAV 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  59,  No.  101  /  Thursday,  May  26,  1994  /  Notices 


27387 


A:\LOTUS\OPM\SUM93\TRNMNS_JUA 


24-MAR-94  DG 


AUTO  INSURANCE  CALCULATION  WORKSHEET 


San  Juan  PR 

(Original  Values) 


Limits 

Honda 

Ford 

Chev 

BI100000 

143.15 

143.15 

143.15 

PO  50 

120.45 

120.45 

120.45 

UM100/3C0 

CM  100 

534.5 

628.05 

698.5 

CL  250 

379.85 

416.7 

440.9 

MED  S 

4.9 

4.9 

4.9 

jTOTALS 

~i  182.9 

1313.3 

1407.9  1 

San  Juan  PR 

(Final  Values) 


Limits 

Honda 

Ford 

Chev 

Bl  tOO/300 

143.15 

143.15 

143.15 

PD  50 

120.45 

120.45 

120.45 

UM  100/300 

62 

72 

63 

CM  100 

534.5 

628.05 

698.5 

CL  250 

379.85 

416.7 

440.9 

MED  5 

4.9 

4.9 

4.9 

1TOTAL5 

1244.9 

1385.3 

1470.9  1 

1  Washington  DC  (Special  Limits) 

San  Juan  PR  (Indexes) 

Washington  DC  (Normal  Limits) 

San  Juan  PR  (Values) 

1  Limits  Honda  Ford  Chev  | 

1  Honda  Ford  Chev  | 

1  Limits  Honda  Ford  Chev  | 

1  Honda  Ford  Chev  | 

DC 


MD 


Bl 

388.11 

388.11 

388.11 

PD 

UM 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

CM 

163.61 

139.69 

247.67 

CL 

MED 

385.74 

356.82 

507.42 

VA 


Bl 

Bl  100/300  388.11  388.11  388.11 

PD  . 

PD  10  InBI  InBI  In  Bl 

UM  1.26  1.48  1.23 

UM  100/300  41.58  41.58  41.58 

CM  . 

CM  100  163.61  139.69  247.67 

CL  . 

CL  250  385.74  356.82  507.42 

MED 

iMED5  N/A  N/A  N/A 

Bl 

PD 

UM 

CM 

CL 

MED 


Bl  100/300 

418.22 

418.22 

418.22 

PD  10 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

UM  100/300 

62.83 

62.83 

6^83 

CM  100 

128.96 

115.71 

189.11 

CL  250 

304.35 

291.65 

385.78 

MED  5 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

Bl 

PD 

UM 

CM 

CL 

MED 


BI100000 

341.36 

341.36 

341.36 

PD  20 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

UM  100/300 

26.65 

26.65 

26.65 

CM  100 

78.30 

68.93 

116.25 

CL  250 

235.05 

218.75 

299.36 

MED  5 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

52  62  51 


87  99 


89 


COMMENTS 


UM  is  developed  by  indexing  the  allowance  area  total  premium  to  each  Washington  DC  area  total  premium. 
MED  is  not  indexed. 


I 

j 

i  lOB-3  03/24/94 

I  10:50  AM  A:\LOTUS\OPM\SUM93\TnNMNS_JUA 


27388 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  59,  No.  101  /  Thursday,  May  26,  1994  /  Notices 


A:\LOTlJS^OPM\SUM93\TnNMNS_CRX  24-|ylAR-d4  DG 

AUTO  INSURANCE  CALCULATION  WORKSHEET 

St  Croix,  VI  St  Croix,  VI 

(Original  Values)  (Final  Values) 


Limits 

Honda 

Ford 

Chev 

Bl  100/300 

390 

390 

390 

PD  50 

— 

.. 

UM  100/300 

101 

118 

133 

CM  100 

558 

573 

642 

CL  250 

998 

1121 

1747 

MED  5 

40 

40 

40 

TOTALS 

2087.0 

2242.0 

3152.0 

Limits 

Honda 

Ford 

Chev 

Bl  25/25 

296 

296 

296 

P0  25 

In  Bl 

InBl 

InBl 

UM 

CM  500 

345.17 

438.34 

571.34 

CL  500 

740.81 

924.76 

1321.19 

MED  5 

40 

40 

40 

TOTAL 

1422.0 

1699.1 

2228.5 

Washington  DC  (Special  Limits) 

St  Croix.  VI  Ondexe^ 

Washington  DC  (Normal  Limits) 

St  Crobc,  VI  (Values) 

lUmits  Honda  Ford  Chev  | 

1  Honda  Ford  Chev  ]  )Umits  Honda  Ford  Chev  | 

1  Honda  Ford  Chev 

DC 


Bl  25/50  306.68 

306.68 

306.68 

PO10 

UM 

InBl 

InBl 

In  Bl 

CM  500 

115.79 

129.16 

186.45 

CX500 

MB) 

296.81 

311.78 

39Z78 

Bi 

0.97 

a97 

0.97 

PD 

— 

~ 

— 

UM 

1.92 

2.22 

2.47 

CM 

Z98 

3.39 

306 

CL 

Z50 

2.97 

336 

MED 

— 

— 

— 

Bl  100/300 

388.11 

388.11 

388.11 

PD  10 

InBl 

InBl 

In  Bl 

UM  100/300 

41.58 

41.58 

41.58 

CM  100 

16361 

139.69 

247.67 

CL  250 

385.74 

356.82 

507.42 

MED  5 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

Bl 

376 

376 

376 

PD 

— 

— 

— 

UM 

80 

92 

103 

CM 

488 

474 

758 

CL 

964 

1060 

1705 

MED 

— 

— 

— 

MCX 


Bl  20/40  31355 

31355 

31355 

PO10 

UM 

InBl 

InBl 

MBI 

CM  500 

73.49 

75.38 

115.16 

CL  500 
MED 

213.45 

219.53 

280.01 

Bt 

0.95 

0.95 

0.95 

PD 

— 

» 

— 

UM 

331 

373 

3.09 

CM 

4.70 

382 

4.96 

CL 

347 

4.21 

4.72 

MED 

— 

— 

Bl  100/300 

418.22 

418.22 

418.22 

PD  10 

InBl 

MBI 

InBl 

UM  100/300 

6383 

6383 

6383 

CM  100 

12396 

115.71 

169.11 

CL  250 

304.35 

291.65 

385.78 

MED  5 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

Bl 

397 

397 

397 

PD 

— 

— 

— 

UM 

145 

172 

194 

CM 

606 

673 

936 

CL 

1056 

1228 

1821 

MED 

— 

— 

— 

VA 


Bl  25/50  255.05 

255.05 

255.05 

P  D  20 
UM 

InBl 

InBl 

InBl 

CM  500 

46.63 

5372 

80.17 

CL  500 
MED 

178.97 

18311 

230.65 

Bl 

1.16 

1.16 

1.16 

PO 

— 

— 

— 

UM 

366 

335 

367 

CM 

7.40 

331 

7.13 

CL 

4.14 

4.92 

5.73 

MED 

— 

— 

— 

Bl  100/300 

341.36 

341.36 

341.36 

PD  20 

InBl 

InBl 

InBl 

UM  100/300 

2365 

26.65 

26.65 

CM  100 

7330 

6393 

116.25 

CL  250 

235.05 

21375 

299.36 

MED  5 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

Bt 

396 

396 

396 

PD 

— 

— 

— 

UM 

77 

69 

103 

CM 

579 

573 

829 

CL 

973 

1076 

1715 

MED 

— 

— 

— 

COMMENTS 


UM  is  developed  by  indexing  the  allowance  area  total  premium  to  each  Washington  DC  area  total  premium. 
MED  Is  not  indexed. 
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A:\LOTUSM3PM\SUM93\TRNUNS_'mO  24-MAR-94  OQ 

AUTO  INSURANCE  CALCULATION  WORKSHEET 

St  Thomas  VI  St  Thomas  VI 

(Original  Values)  (Final  Values) 


Limits 

Honda 

Ford 

Chev 

BI2S/2S 

296 

296 

296 

PD  25 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

UM 

CM  500 

246 

246 

388 

CL  500 

498 

498 

1289 

MED  5 

38 

38 

48 

TOTAL 

1078.0 

1078.0 

2021.0 

Limits 

Honda 

Ford 

Chev 

Bl  100/300 

390 

390 

390 

PO50 

— 

— 

— 

UM  100/300 

76 

74 

120 

CM  100 

397 

321 

572 

CL  250 

670 

604 

1704 

MED  5 

38 

38 

48 

TOTALS 

1571.0 

1427.0 

2834.0 

Washington  DC  (Special  Limits) 

St  Thomas  VI  (Indexes) 

Washington  DC  (Normal  Limits) 

St  Thomas  Vt  (Values) 

iLimits  Honda  Ford  Chev  | 

1  Honda  Ford  Chev  | 

iLimits  Honda  Ford  Chev  | 

1  Honda  Ford  Chev 

DC 


Bl  25/50  306.68 

306.68 

306.68 

PD  10 
UM 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

CM  500 

115.79 

129.18 

186.45 

CL  500 
MED 

296.81 

311.78 

39i78 

Bl 

0.97 

0.97 

0.97 

PD 

~ 

— 

— 

UM 

1.45 

1.39 

Z23 

CM 

2.12 

1.90 

Z08 

CL 

1.68 

1.60 

3.28 

MED 

— 

~ 

— 

Bl  100/300 

388.11 

388.11 

388.11 

PD  10 

InBI 

In  Bl 

InBI 

UM  100/300 

41.58 

41.58 

41.58 

CM  100 

163.61 

139.69 

247.67 

CL  250 

385.74 

356.82 

507.42 

MED  5 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

Bl 

376 

376 

376 

PD 

— 

— 

— 

UM 

60 

58 

93 

CM 

347 

265 

515 

CL 

648 

571 

1664 

MED 

— 

— 

— 

MD 


Bl  20/40  312.55 

312.55 

312.55 

PD  10 
UM 

InBI 

fclBI 

InBI 

CM  500 

73.49 

75.38 

115.16 

CL  500 
MED 

213.45 

219.53 

280.01 

Bl 

0.95 

0.95 

0.95 

PD 

~ 

~ 

UM 

1.73 

1.71 

2.79 

CM 

3.35 

3.26 

3.37 

CL 

2.33 

2.27 

4.60 

MED 

— 

~ 

— 

Bl  100/300 

418.22 

418.22 

418.22 

PD  10 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

UM  100/300 

62.83 

62.83 

62.83 

CM  100 

128.96 

115.71 

189.11 

CL  250 

304.35 

291.65 

385.78 

MED  5 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

Bl 

397 

397 

397 

PD 

— 

— 

— 

UM 

109 

108 

175 

CM 

432 

377 

637 

CL 

709 

662 

1775 

MED 

— 

— 

— 

VA 


Bl  25/50  255.05 

255.05 

255.05 

P  D  20 
UM 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

In  Bl 

CM  500 

46.63 

5Z72 

80.17 

CL  500 
MED 

178.97 

188.11 

230.65 

Bl 

1.16 

1.16 

1.16 

PD 

— 

— 

— 

UM 

2.16 

2.10 

3.49 

CM 

5.28 

4.67 

4.84 

CL 

2.78 

^65 

5.59 

MED 

— 

“ 

~ 

Bl  100/300 

341.36 

341.36 

341.36 

PD  20 

InBI 

In  Bl 

InBI 

UM  100/300 

26.65 

26.65 

26.65 

CM  100 

78.30 

68.93 

116.25 

(X250 

235.05 

218.75 

299.36 

MED  5 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

Bl 

396 

396 

396 

PD 

— 

— 

— 

UM 

58 

56 

93 

CM 

413 

322 

563 

CL 

653 

580 

1673 

MED 

— 

— 

— 

COMMENTS 


UM  Is  developed  by  Indexing  tne  allowance  area  total  premium  to  each  Washington  DC  area  total  premium. 
MED  is  not  Indexed. 
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Transportation  Analysis 

[Location:  Honolulu,  HI;  Date  Prepared:  05-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


1 .  Honda  Civic  DX  4  Dr  Sdn  1 .5L  4  Cyl  .... 

2.  Ford  Taurus  GL  4  Dr  Sedan  3.0L  6  Cyl 

3.  Chevy  S10  Blazer  4WD  2  Dr  4.3L  6  Cyl 

Average  Index  . 


Vehicle 


Total  annual 
cost 


Total  cost 
DC  area 


Index 


7079 

7894 

9594 


5046 

6066 

6854 


14029 

130.14 

139.98 


136.80 


Transportation  Summary 


Category 

Category  in¬ 
dexes 

Lower  income  | 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights  j 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

Private  Transportation . 

Public  Transportation . 

Total  Weights  . 

136.80 

83.02 

94.80 

5.20 

129.69 

4.32 

94.32  j 
5.68  i 

129.03 

1  4.72 

93.55 

6.45 

127.98 

5.35 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

134.01 

Middle  . 

133.75 

Upper . 

■■IIIIIIIIM 

133.33 

Transportation  Analysis 

[Location;  Hawaii  County.  HI;  Date  Prepared;  17-Feb-94,  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Vehicle 

Total  annual  1 
cost  j 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Irrdex 

1.  Honda  Civic  DX  4  Dr  Sdn  1.5L  4  Cyl . 

6983 

138,39 

2.  Ford  Taurus  GL  4  Dr  Sedan  3.0L  6  Cyl . 

7852 

6066 

129.44 

3.  Chevy  S10  Blazer  4WD  2  Dr  4.3L  6  Cyl . . . 

9471 

6854  1 

138.18 

Averaoe  Index  . 

135.34 

Transportation  Summary 


Category 

Category  in¬ 
dexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income  j 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot  1 

_ 1 

Weights  1 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

Private  Transportation . 

Public  Transportation . 

Total  Weights  . 

135.34 

87.54 

94.80  ! 
5.20  i 

128.30 

4.55 

94  32 
5.68 

127.65 

4.97 

i  93.55 

6-45 

1  126.61 

1  5.65 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

[ 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 

132.85 

Middle  . 

132.62 

1  . 

Upper  . 

1  132.26 

i  . 

Transportation  Analysis 

[Location:  Kauai  County,  HI;  Date  prepared:  22-Oct-93;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Vehicle 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

1 .  Honda  Civic  DX  4  Dr  Sdn  1 .5L  4  Cyl . . . . 

6830  j 

1  5046 

135.35 

2.  Ford  Taurus  GL  4  Dr  Sedan  3.0L  6  Cyl . 

7712 

1  6066 

127.13 

3.  Chevy  S10  Blazer  4WD  2  Dr  4.3L  6  Cyl . . 

9414 

1  6854 

[ _ 

137  35 

Average  Index 


133.28 


Transportation  Summary 


Category 

Category  in- 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

dexes 

Weights 

Subtot  ! 

1  Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

1  Subtot 

Private  Transportation . 

133.28  1 

1  94.80  1 

1  126.35  ! 

!  94.32  1 

125.71 

93.55  i 

1  124.68 
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Transportation  Summary— Continued 


Category 

Category  in¬ 
dexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Si^tot 

Weights 

Subtot 

Public  Transportation . 

Total  Weights  . 

87.46 

5.20 

4.55 

5.68 

4.97 

6.45 

5.64 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 

130.90 

Middle  . 

■jjjjllH 

130.68 

hhh 

Upper  . 

iBMMHii 

■IIIIIIIM 

130.32 

Transportation  Analysis 

[Location:  Maui  County,  HI;  Date  prepared:  22-Oct-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Vehicle 

Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

1 .  Honda  Civic  DX  4  Dr  Sdn  1 .5L  4  Cyl . 

2.  Ford  T aurus  GL  4  Dr  Sedan  3.0L  6  Cyl . . . 

3.  Chevy  SIO  Blazer  4WD  2  Dr  4.3L  6  Cyl . 

6964 

7803 

9453 

5046 

6066 

6854 

138.01 

128.64 

137.92 

Average  Index . 

134.86 

Transportation  Summary 


Category 

Category  in¬ 
dexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot 

1 _ 

Subtot 

Subtot 

Private  Transportation . 

Public  Transportation . 

Total  Weights  . 

134.86 
88  02 

94.80 

5.20 

127.85 

4.58 

94.32 

5.68 

127.20 

5.00 

93.55 

6.45 

126.16 

5.68 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 

132.43 

Middle  . ' 

132.20 

Uppier . 

1 

131.84 

\_J1 _ 

1 _ _ , 

_ _ _ 

Transportation  Analysis 

(Location:  Guam;  Date  prepared:  24-Mar-94;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Vehicle 


1.  HoTKla  Civic  DX  4  Dr  Sdn  1.5L  4  Cyl  .... 

2.  Ford  Taurus  GL  4  Dr  Sedan  3.0L  6  Cyl 

3.  Chevy  S10  Blazer  4WD  2  Dr  4.3L  6  Cyl 

Average  Index . 


Total  annual 
cost 

Total  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

6762 

5046 

134.01 

7927 

6066 

130.68 

9223 

6854 

134.56 

133.08 

Transportation  Summary 


Category 

Category  in¬ 
dexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

Private  Transportation . 

Public  Transportation . 

133.08 

18-1.60 

94.80 

5.20 

126.16 

9.60 

94.32 

5.68 

125.52 

10.49 

93.55 

6.45 

124.50 

11.91 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

135.76 

■IIIIM 

■||||||■■■ 

wmmm 

Middle  . 

136.01 

■hHHmI 

■hnnhI 

136.41 
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Transportation  Analysis 

[Location;  Puerto  Rico;  Date  prepared:  24-Mar-94;  Sumiror  t933  Survey) 


Vehicle 


Total  annual 
cost 


Total  cost 
DC  area 


IrKiex 


1.  Honda  Civic  DX  4  Dr  Sdn  1.5L  4  Cyl . 

2.  Ford  Taurus  GL  4  Dr  Sedan  3.0L  6  Cyl  . 

3.  Chevy  SIO  Blazer  4WD  2  Dr  4.3L  6  Cyl 

Average  Index . 


6637 

131.53 

8354 

137.72 

9343 

6854 

136.31 

135.19 

Transportation  Summary 


Transportation  Analysis 

[Location:  Virgin  Islands;  Date  prepared;  24-Mar-94;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Vehicle 

1.  Honda  Civic  DX  4  Dr  Sdn  1.5L  4  Cyl . 

2.  Ford  Taurus  GL  4  Dr  Sedan  3.0L  6  Cyl . 

3.  Chevy  SIO  Blazer  4WD  2  Dr  4.3L  6  Cyl . . 

Average  Index  . . 


Transportation  Summary 


Category 

! 

Category  in- 

Lower  income  ] 

Upper  income 

dexes 

1 

Weights  i 

Subtot  1 

Weights 

Weights  1 

Subtot 

Private  Transportation . 

Public  Transportation . 

135.82 

107.96 

94.80 

5.20 

128.76 

5.61 

94.32  1 
5.68 

93.55 

6.45 

127.06 

6.96 

Total  Weights  . 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower  . 

134.37 

HHi 

Middle  . 

. . .  i 

SiilllllH 

134.24 

— mmiiiiiiiiiiii 

Upper  . 

■|||||||■|^^ 

hBHBhI 

i  134.02 

Public  Transportation  Cost  Analysis  Summary  Program 

[Summer  1993  Survey;  Date  prepared:  17-Feb-S4) 


Location 


Public  trans-  j 
portation  | 
cost 

1  otal  cost 
DC  area 

Index 

480 

578 

83  02 

506 

578 

87  54 

506  I 

1  578 

87.46 

509  j 

1  578 

88.02 

1067 

1  578 

184  60 

606  i 

i  578 

104.84 

624 

1  578 

107.96 

Honolulu,  HI  . 

Hawaii  County,  HI 
Kauai  County,  HI .. 
Maui  County,  HI  ... 

Guam  . 

Puerto  Rico  . 

Virgin  Islands  . 
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Public  Transportation  Composites 

[Summer  1993  Survey:  Date  prepared;  24-Feb-94) 


Location 

Weights 

Cost 

San  Juan,  PR . . . 

84.09 

509 

Mayaguez,  PR . 

15.91 

646 

Total  Weight . 

mm^m 

Puerto  Rico  Cost . 

606 

Hilo,  HI  . . . . ; . 

.606 

Kailua  Kona.  HI  . . . 

506 

Total  Weight . 

Hawaii  County.  HI  Cost . . 

506 

St.  Croix.  VI  . 

45  73  ' 

623 

St.  Thomas.  VI  . 

54  27 

624 

Total  Weight . . . : . 

100  00 

Virgin  Islands  Cost . 

624 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 

[Location;  Honolulu,  HI;  Date  prepared;  05-Nov-93:  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Category/Item 

Category  index  development 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

_ 

Weights 

Subtot 

Medical  Care  . 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever  . 

8.3467 

5.2772 

1.5817 

5.0 

7.91 

Tetracycline  . 

5.9867 

5.3406 

1.1210 

12.0 

13.45 

Vision  Check  . 

74.8800 

48.1667 

1.5546 

6.0 

9.33 

Dental  Service . 

114.2233 

95.5333 

1.1956 

17.0 

20.33 

Doctor  Visit . 

41.5900 

48.2222 

0.8625 

17.0 

14.66 

Hospital  Room . 

582.4000 

475.3125 

1.2253 

6.0 

7.35 

Health  Insurance  . . . . 

1.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.00 

Index 


110.03 


Total  index  development 


Categories 

B| 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot  j 

Subtot 

1 .  Medical  Care . 

43.41 

47.76 

31.56 

34.73 

22.40 

24.65 

2.  Cash  Contributions  . 

12.38 

12.38 

14.90 

14.90 

16.85 

16.85 

3.  Personal  Ins/Pension . 

44.21 

44.21 

53.54 

53.54 

60.75 

Total  Weights  . 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes; 

■■■1 

Lower . 

104.35 

Middle . 

103.17  i 

102.25 

. 

1 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 

[Location;  Hilo.  HI;  Date  prepared;  05-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Category/Item 


Medical  Care . 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever 

Tetracycline . 

Vision  Check  . 

Dental  Service . 

Doctor  Visit . 

Hospital  Room . 

Hrralth  Insurance  . 


Category  index  development 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtot 

Index 

116.92 

7.6100 

5.2772 

1.4421 

5.0 

7.21 

7.3633 

5.3406 

1.3787 

12.0 

16.54 

61.5667 

48.1667 

1.2782 

6.0 

7.67 

116.6533 

95.5333 

1.2211 

17.0 

20.76 

39.8600 

48.2222 

0.8266 

17.0 

14.05 

1084.7200 

475.3125 

2.2821 

6.0 

13.69 

1.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.0 
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S, 

i 


TotaJ  intte!*  development 


..  Categories 

Category  in¬ 
dexes 

Lower  income 

I  Middle  income 

:  Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot 

1  Weights 

Subtot 

i  Weights 

Subtot 

1.  Medical  Care  .  . . .  _ 

116.92 

43.41 

50.75 

31.56 

36.90 

22.40 

26.19 

2.  Cash  Confritoutions  . 

100.00 

12.38 

12.38 

14.90 

14.90 

16.85 

16.85 

3.  Personal  Ins/Pension . 

100.00 

44.21 

44.21 

53.54 

53.54 

60.75 

60.75 

Total  Weights  . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes; 

Lower . 

107.34 

Middle . . 

105  34 

Upper  . . 

103.79 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 

ILocation:  Kailua  Kona,  HI;  Date  prepared;  06-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Category  index  development 


Category, 'Item 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtot 

Medical  Care . 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever  . 

8.2760 

5.2772 

1.5683 

5.0 

7.84 

Tetracycline . . . 

7.3367 

1.3738 

12.0 

16.49 

Vision  Check  . . 

68.2000 

48.1667 

1.4159 

6.0 

8.50 

Dental  Service . 

160.5067 

95.5333 

1.6801 

17.0 

28.56 

Doctor  Visit . . . . 

67.2533 

48.2222 

1.3947 

17.0 

23.71 

Hospital  Room . . . . 

1044.1600 

475.3125 

2.1968 

6.0 

13.18 

Health  InsurarKe  . . . . . . .  .. 

1.00GO 

1.0000 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.00 

Categories 

Total  index  development 

Category  irv 
dexes 

Lower  income 

1  Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

1  Subtot 

Weights 

[  Subtot 

1.  Medical  Care . . . 

136.28 

43.41 

58.73 

31.56 

42.69  ! 

22.40 

30.30 

2.  Cash  Contributions  . . . 

100.00 

12.38 

12.38 

14.90 

14.90  1 

16.85 

16.85 

3.  Personal  Ins/Pension . . . 

100.00 

44.21 

44.21 

53.54 

53.54 

60.75 

6a75 

Total  Weights  . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes; 

Lower . . . 

115.32 

Middle  . . . 

111.13 

Upper . . . 

. . 

. . 

— 

. - . 

107.90 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis— Hawaii  County  Composite 

{Summer  1993  Survey;  Date  prepared;  24-Fet>-94) 


Location 

Weights 

Total  indexes 

Lower  irv 
come 

Mtddle  hv  j 
come  1 

[  Upper  irv 
[  come 

Hilo.  HI  . .  . . : . 

82.25 

17.75 

107.34 

115.32 

105.34 

111.13 

Kailua  Kona,  HI . . . 

Total  Weight . 

100.00 

Composite  indexes  . . . . . . 

108.76 

106.37 

104.52 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 

[Location:  Kauai  County,  HI;  Date  prepared;  05-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Category/ttem 


Medical  Care . . 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever 

Tetracycline . . . . . 

Vision  Check 


Category  index  development 


Price 

Price 

DC  area 

Ratio 

1 

Weights 

Subtot 

8.2767 

5.2772 

1.5684 

5.0 

7.84 

7.6500 

5.3406 

1.4324 

12.0 

17.19 

63.7867 

48.1667 

1.3243 

6-0 

7.96 

Index 


117.27 
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Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis— Continued 

[Location:  Kauai  County,  HI;  Date  prepared:  05-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Category  index  development 


Category/Item 

Price 

Price 

DC  area 

Ratio 

L 

Weights 

Dental  Service . 

119.7467 

95.5333 

1.2535 

17.0 

Doctor  Visit . 

53.3867 

48.2222 

1.1071 

17.0 

18.82 

Hospital  Room . 

566.8000 

475.3125 

1.1925 

6.0 

7.16 

Health  Insurance . 

1.0000 

37.0 

Categories 

Total  index  development 

Category  in¬ 
dexes  • 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

1.  Medical  Care . 

117.27 

43.41 

50.91 

31.56 

37.01 

22.40 

26.27 

2.  Cash  Contributions  . . 

100.00 

12.38 

12.38 

14.90 

14.90 

16.85 

16.85 

3.  Personal  Ins/Pension . 

1  100.00 

44.21 

44.21 

53.54 

53.54 

60  75 

60.75 

Total  Weights . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 

107.50 

HHIIIIIIIIIIIIIH 

Middle . 

105.45 

Upper . 

■■IIIIIIIM 

HHHHjll 

103.87 

1 

-  V  T- 

1 

1  - 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 

[Location:  Maui  County,  HI;  Date  prepared:  05-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Category/Item 


Medical  Care . 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever 

Tetracycline . 

Vision  Check  . . 

Dental  Service  . . 

Doctor  Visit . 

Hospital  Room . 

Health  Insurance . 


Category  index  development 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

_ J 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Index 

8.4167 

5.2772 

1.5949 

5.0 

7.97 

127.32 

6.8467 

5.3406 

1.2820 

12.0 

15.38 

60.7367 

139.7333 

61.2967 

1023.3600 

1.0000 

48.1667 

95.5333 

48.2222 

1.2610 

6.0 

7.57 

1.4627 

12711 

17.0 

24.87 

17.0 

21.61 

475.3125 

1.0000 

2.1530 

6.0 

12.92 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.00 

Total  index  development 


Categories 

Category  in- 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

1 _ 

Upper  income 

dexes 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Medical  Care . 

127.32 

43.41 

55.27 

31.56 

40.18 

22.40 

28.52 

2.  Cash  Contributions . 

100.00 

12.38 

12.38 

14.90 

14.90 

16.85 

16.85 

3.  Personal  Ins/Pension . 

100.00 

44.21 

44.21 

53.54 

53.54 

60.75 

60.75 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

111.86 

Mirlrtlp  . 

108.62 

upper . 

106.12 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 

[Location:  Guam;  Date  prepared:  05-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey) 


Category/Item 


Medical  Care . 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever 

Tetracycline  . 

Vision  Check  . 


Category  Index  Development 


Price 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Index 

103.18 

9.5967 

5.2772 

1.8185 

5.0 

9.09 

4.9333 

5.3406 

12.0 

11.08 

20.0000 

48.1667 

6.0 

2.49 
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MtSCELLANEOUS  EXPENSE  ANALYSTS— Contlnoecf 
(Location;  Guanx  Date  prepared:  05-Nov-99;  Summer  1993  Survey! 


Category  Index  Development 


Categoryitem 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Index 

Dental  Service  _  . .  . . . . 

157.6667 

36.6667 

229.1000 

I  1.0000 

95.5333 

48.2222 

475.3125 

1  1.0000 

1.6504 

0.7396 

0.4820 

1.0000 

17.0 

17.0 

6.0 

i  37.00 

28.06 

12.57 

2.89 

37.00 

Doctor  Visit  „  . . . . . . . . . 

i 

Hospital  Room  . . . 

\ 

Health  Insurance  .  . . . . . 

Categories 

j  Total  Index  Development 

Category  irv 
dexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  irKome 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

Weights 

Subtotal 

1.  Medical  Care  . . .  . 

t03.18 

100.00 

100.00 

43.41 

12.38 

44.21 

44.79 

12.38 

44.21 

31.56 

14.90 

53.54 

32.56 

14.90 

53.54 

22.40 

16.® 

60.75 

23.11 

16.® 

60.75 

2,  Cash  Contrihu#Qns  ...  . 

3,  Pe«$on^l  IneiPenqinn 

Total  Weights  . . .  .. 

loaoo 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

1  ouuer 

101.38 

101.00 

Upper  _ 

MHMi 

: . 

' - 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 

(Locationc  Mayaguez,  PR  Date  prepared:  06-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Category/ttem 

Category  irKlex  development 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

_ 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtot 

Index 

Madkal  care . . . . . 

70.41 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever . .  . 

4.7233 

5.2772 

0.8950 

5.0 

4.48 

Tetracycline .  . . . . 

^^^KxTixSI 

0.6741 

12.0 

8.09 

Vision  check  . . .  . . .  . 

26.6667 

48.1667 

0.5536 

6.0 

3.3? 

riAntfll  ifAivice  r  ,  . . 

96.5333 

0.4710 

17.0 

8.01 

Doctor  visit  . . .  . . . . 

20.0000 

48.2222 

0.4147 

17.0 

7.® 

Hospital  room  .  . . . . 

194.5000 

475.3125 

0.4092 

6.0 

2.46 

Hpatth  insiiranr*  . .  . 

1.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

37.0 

37,00 

■ 

Total  index  development 


Categories 

Category  irv 
dexes 

1  Lower  irrcome 

Middle  irKome 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Sublot 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

1.  Medical  Care .  _  . . 

70.41 

43.41 

30.56 

31.56 

22.22 

22.40 

1577 

2.  Cash  Contributiorts  .  _  . 

100.00 

12.38 

12.38 

14.90 

14.90 

16.® 

[  16® 

3.  Personal  lns.lPension . .  . . 

100.00 

44.21 

44.21 

53.54 

53.54 

60.75 

S  60.75 

Total  Weights  . . . 

>00.00 

100.00 

>00.00 

i . . 

Total  Indexes: 

i 

Lower . . . . . . 

87.15 

Middle  . . . 

90.66 

Upper  . .  . 

1  93.37 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 

[Location;  San  Juan,  PR;  Date  prepared;  05-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Category  index  development 

Category/Item 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtot 

Index 

Medical  Care  . . . . . . . . 

7a09 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever  _  . . . 

5.7017 

57772 

1.0804 

5.0 

5.40 

Telranynline  . . 

37633 

5.3406 

0.6110 

12  0 

7.33 

3.94 

Vision  CherJr  . 

31.6667 

487667 

0.6574 

6.0 

Dental  Service . 

62.3333 

®.5333 

0.®25 

17.0 

11.09 
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MiscauswEOus  Expense  ANAtvsts— Continued 

{Location;  San  Juan.  PP;  Oarte  prepsrod:  OS-Nov-93;  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Category  index  development 


Category /Item 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

mam 

Doctor  Visit . . . . . . . . . 

30.6667 

488222 

08359 

'  17.0 

Rnnm . . 

2008000 

4758125 

0.4208 

6.0 

Health  Insurance . . . . . 

1.6000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.00 

Total  irxJex  development 


Categories 

Category  in- 
dexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Si4}tot 

Weight 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

1 .  Medical  Care . - 

33.90 

31.56 

24.65 

22.40 

17.49 

2.  Cash  Contributions  - 

1288 

1490 

14.90 

16.85 

16.85 

3.  Personal  Irrs/Pension . . . . 

4481  : 

44.21 

53.54 

53.54 

«).75 

60.75 

Total  Weights.  . . . . - . . 

10080 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

i 

Lower  . . . . - . 

90.49 

K^iddie  . 

93.09, 

Upper . 

95.09 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis— Puerto  Rico  Composite 

(Summer  1993  survey;  Date  prepared:  24-Feb-94] 


Total  indexes 


Location  j 

J 

Weights 

Lower  in¬ 
come 

Middle  irv 
come 

Upper  in¬ 
come 

84.09 

15.91 

90.49 

67.15 

93.09 

90.66 

95.09 

93.37 

100.00 

89.96 

92.70 

94.82 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 

(Location:  St.  Croix.  VJ;  Date  prepared:  28-Fet>-94:  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Category /item 

Category  index  development 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtot 

Index 

■■1 

94.63 

6  5780 

58772 

1.2465 

6.23 

5.3406 

0.9980 

12.0 

11.98 

48.1667 

0.9343 

6.0 

5.61 

95.5333 

17.0 

48.2222 

1.0369 

17.0 

17.63 

MO  0000 

475.3125 

0.6943 

6.0 

4.17 

Health  Insurance . . . - . 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.00 

Categories 


1.  Medical  Care - 

2.  Cash  Contributions  ... 

3.  Personal  Irw/Pension 

Total  Weights  .... 
Total  Indexes; 


Total  index  development 


Category -irv 
dexes 


94.63 

100.000 

lOOiOO 


Lower  income 


Weights 


43.41 

12.38 

44.21 


100.00 


Subtot 


41X)8 

12.38 

44.21 


Middle  irv:ome 


Weights 


31.56 

14.90 

53.54 


100.00 


Subtot 


29.87 

14.90 

53.54 


Upper  income 


Weights 


22.40 

16.85 

60.75 


100.00 


Subtot 


21.20 

1885 

80.75 


Lower 

Middle 

Upper 


97.67 

98.31 

98.80 
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Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis 

[Location:  St  Thomas,  VI;  Date  prepared:  2&-Feb-94  Summer  1993  Survey] 


Category/Item 


Medical  Care . 

Nonprescription  pain  reliever 

Tetracycline . 

Vision  Check  . 

Dental  Service . 

Doctor  Visit . 

Hospital  Room . 

Health  Insurance  . . 


Category  index  development 

Price 

Price  DC 
area 

Ratio 

Weights 

Subtot 

Index 

115.96 

8.2233 

5.2772 

1.5583 

5.0 

7.79 

10.9167 

5.3406 

2.0441 

12.0 

24.53 

46.6667 

48.1667 

0.9689 

6.0 

5.81 

86.3333 

95.5333 

0.9037 

17.0 

15.36 

56.6667 

48.2222 

1.1751 

17.0 

19.98 

435.0000 

475.3125 

0.9152 

6.0 

5.49 

1.0000 

1.0000 

1.0000 

37.0 

37.00 

Total  index  development 


Categories 

Category  in¬ 
dexes 

Lower  income 

Middle  income 

Upper  income 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

Weights 

Subtot 

1.  Medical  Care . 

115.96 

43.41 

50.34 

31.56 

36.60 

22.40 

25.98 

2.  Cash  Contributions  . 

100.00 

12.38 

12.38 

14.90 

14.90 

16.85 

16.85 

3.  Personal  Ins/Pension . 

100.00 

44.21 

44.21 

53.54 

53.54 

60.75 

60.75 

Total  Weights  . 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

Total  Indexes: 

Lower . 

106.93 

Middle  . 

105.04 

Upper . 

103.58 

Miscellaneous  Expense  Analysis— Virgin  Islands  Composite 

(Summer  1993  Survey;  Date  prepared:  24-Feb-94] 


- 

Total  indexes 

Location 

1 

Weights 

Lower  irv 
come 

Middle  irv  I 
come  1 

I  Upper  irr- 
come 

St.  Croix,  VI  . 

St.  Thomas,  VI . 

45.73 

54.27 

97.67 

106.93 

98.31 
105.04  i 

1  98.80 

j  103.58 

Total  weight . . . . . 

1  100.00 

1  . 

j 

j 

Composite  indexes  . 

j  102.70 

101.% 

i  101.39 

Appendix  13.— Federal  Employment  Weights  Within  a  Single  Allowance  Area;  Multiple  Survey  Areas 

[Summer  1993  Survey;  Date  prepared:  24-Feb-94] 


Location  ' 

1 

1990 

1992 

1993 

Average  j 

Weights 

Hawaii  County: 

Hilo,  HI . . . 

231 

243 

250 

241 

82.25 

Kailua  Kona,  HI  . 

58 

47 

52 

52 

17.75 

Total . ! 

! 

293 

100.00 

Puerto  Rico: 

San  Juan,  PR . 

2932 

5074 

5135 

4380  1 

1  84.09 

Mayaguez,  PR; . . . 

1257 

625 

606 

829 

1  15.91 

Total  . . 

5209 

1  100.00 

i . 

Virgin  Islands: 

1 

St.  Croix,  VI . 

209 

148 

142 

166 

45.73 

St.  Thomas,  VI  . 

;  221 

180 

190 

197 

54.27 

1 


Total 


Federal  Employment  Wekshts  Wirmi  a  Single  Allowance  Area;  Multiplc  Jncome  Levels 

[Summer  1993  Survey;  Date  prepared;  24-Feb-941 


lrKX>me  level 


Honolulu,  HI . . .  Low . . 

Middle 
Upper _ _ 


Hawaii  County,  HI 


_ I  Low . . . 

Middle _ 

Upper  . 


Kauai  County,  HI 


Maui  County,  HI . .  Low . 

Middle . 

■Upper - - — 


Puerto  Rico - 


Virgin  islands .  Low . 

Middle  ~ 
Upper ... 


1993 

Average 

4346 

4540 

4344 

4814 

4534 

4179 

Weights 


Appendix  14.— Component  Expenditure  Amounts 

(Date  prepared:  24-Mar  93) 


Reference  Wts/Amts 


Location: 

Honolulu.  HI  ’ 


Hawaii  County,  HI 


Kauai  County,  HI 


Maui  County.  HI 


Own 

Rent 

24.35 

24.35 

23.48 

23.48 

22:66 

22.66 

157.72 

134.06 

200.60 

121.49 

141.61 

99.34 

111.98 

96.64 

118.65 

94.54 

85.19 

74.22 

138.11 

151.16 

140.69 

131.99 

105.99 

117.36 

141.94 

109.43 

158.11 

103.82 

Own  Rent 

4,383  4,383 

€.868  6,668 

10^42  10,242 


Puerto  Rico 


Virgin  islands  . . 
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Appendix  14. — Component  Expenditure  Amounts — Continued 

(Date  prepared:  24-Maf  931 


Indexes 

Amounts 

Incomes 

CG&S 

Own 

Rent 

Trn 

Misc 

CG&S 

Own 

Rent 

Trn 

Misc 

Upper 

107.41 

115.20 

111.82 

134.02 

101  39 

18,807 

11,799 

11,453 

12.079 

8.551 

’  City  and  county 


Component  Expenditure  Amounts  (Incorporating  Military  Prices) 

[Date  prep)ared:  24,  Mar.  931 


Indexes 

Amounts 

Incomes 

CG&S 

Own 

TRN 

_ 

MiSC. 

CG&S 

Own 

Rent 

TRN 

MiSC 

Reference  Wts/Amts 

39.59 

24.35 

24.35 

20.76 

7,126 

4,383 

4,383 

3,737 

2,754 

39.15 

23.48 

23.48 

11,119 

6,668 

6,668 

5,774 

4,839 

Location. 

38.74 

22  66 

22.66 

19.94 

1866 

17,510 

10,242 

10,242 

8.434 

Honolulu,  HI 
(City  and 

■ 

County)  (Mil)  . 

Lower 

110.27 

157.72 

134.06 

104.35 

7,858 

6,913 

5,876 

2.874 

Middle 

109.37 

200.60 

121.49 

133.75 

12,161 

13,376 

8,101 

7,723 

4.992 

Upper 

108.54 

141.61 

99.34 

133.33 

102.25 

19,005 

14,504 

10,174 

8,624 

Guam  (Mil)  . 

Lower 

110.87 

145.11 

135.24 

135.76 

101.38 

7,901 

6,360 

5,928 

5,073 

2.792 

Middle 

112.87 

147.14 

133.58 

136.01 

12.550 

9,811 

8,907 

7,853 

4.887 

Upper 

114.78 

120.19 

136.21 

136.41 

20,098 

12,310 

13,951 

12.295 

8.494 

Puerto  Rico 

, 

(Mil)  . 

Lower 

96.18 

58.18 

109.62 

133.61 

89.96 

6.854 

4,805 

4,993 

2,477 

Middle 

96.49 

63.56 

121.00 

133.46 

92.70 

10,729 

8,068 

4,486 

Upper 

96.76 

63.65 

131.27 

133.23 

94,82 

16,943 

6,519 

13,445  j  12.008 

7.997 

Location  and  Inc 


Lower . 

Middle . 

Upper . 

Honolulu,  HI  (City  and  County): 

Lower  . 

Middle . 

Upper  . 


Hawaii  County,  HI: 

Lower  . 

Middle . . 

Upper  . 


Kauai  County,  HI: 

Lower  . 

Middle . 

Upper  . 


Maui  County,  HI: 

Lower  . 

Middle . 

Upper  . 


Guam: 

Lower 

Middle 

Upper 


Total  Comparative  Cost  Indexes 

(Date  Prepared:  24-Mar-941 


Income  j 
wghts  i 


Own 


too  00 


36.09 

40.06 

23.85 


100.00 


Rent 


18000 

37.10  1 

62.90 

28400 

46.91  ! 

!  53.09 

45200 

62  86 

37  14 

35.59 

23152 

22115 

33.52 

1  39008 

33733 

30.89 

55304 

50974 

20611 

32678 

48120 


19939 

31070 

46997 


Total 


22500 

36208 

53696 


36731 


20188 

31824 

47703 


WDC 


Inde* 


18000 

28400 

45200 


29888 


31412 


18000 

28400 

45200 


28653 


122.90 


109.63 


25.66  I 

42.04 

32.20 


99  90 


22302 

34967 

51496 


22874 

34387 

52661 


22662 

34659 

51929 


18000 

28400 

45200 


37107 


31113 


119.27 


i 

23.13  I 

41.80 

35.07 


100.00 


22875 

36741 

53579 


21450 

33121 

50633 


21979 

34819 

52485 


18000 

28400 

45200 


38045 


31886 


119  32 


49.39 

31.68 

18.93 


22535 

35504 

53474 


22103 

34600 

55115 


22263 

35024 

54083 


18000 

28400 

45200 
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Total  Comparative  Cost  Indexes— Continued 

(Date  Prepared:  24-Mar-941 


Location  and  Inc 

Income 

wghts 

Own 

Rent 

Total 

WDC 

Index 

100.00 

32329 

26444 

122.25 

Puerto  Rico: 

Lower  . 

42.32 

38.39 

19.29 

17053 

27397 

43778 

19308 

31227 

50704 

18471 

29430 

46350 

18000 

28400 

45200 

Middle . 

Upper  . 

100.00 

28056 

27239 

103.00 

Virgin  Islands: 

Lower  . 

42.86 

39.01 

18.13 

21607 

35238 

51236 

21175 

33495 

50890 

21335 

34313 

51107 

18000 

28400 

45200 

Middle . 

Upper  . 

100.00 

31795 

26988 

117.81 

Total  Comparative  Cost  Indexes  (Incorporating  Military  Prices) 

(Date  Prepared:  24-Mar-94] 


Location  and  Inc 

Income 

wghts 

Own 

Rent 

Total 

WDC 

Index 

18000 

28400 

45200 

35.59 

33.52 

30.89 

37.10 

46.91 

62.86 

22653 

38252 

54150 

62.90 

53.09 

37.14 

21616 

32977 

49820 

Upper . 

Honolulu.  HI  (City  and  County)  (MIL): 

22001 

35452 

52542 

18000 

284000 

452000 

Middle . 

Upper  . . . 

Guam  (MIL): 

100 

35944 

29888 

120.26 

49.39 

31.68 

18.93 

197 

22126 

35101 

54838 

21694 

34197 

53806 

21854 

34621 

45200 

18000 

28400 

Middle . 

Upper  . 

Puerto  Rico  (MIL): 

100.00 

31947 

26444 

120.81 

42.32 

38.39 

19.29 

16874 

27159 

43467 

19129 

30989 

50393 

18292 

29192 

46039 

18000 

28400 

45200 

Middle  . ; . 

Upper  . . . 

100.00 

27829 

27239 

102.17 

(FR  Doc.  94-12463  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  e325-01-M 
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Part  III 

Department  of 
Education 
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State,  and  Local  Partnership  for 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 

34  CFR  Parts  76  and  298 

State-Administered  Programs  and 
Federal,  State,  and  Local  Partnership 
for  Educational  Improvement 

AGENCY:  Education. 

ACTION:  Supplemental  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Secretary  has  decided  to 
issue  the  final  regulations  amending 
part  76  of  the  Education  Department 
General  Administrative  Regulations 
(EDGAR)  this  summer  and  to  defer  for 
one  year  their  application.  Once  issued, 
the  hnai  regulations  amending  part  76 
would  require  a  State  to  submit  its  State 
plan  and  other  related  documents  under 
a  given  program  by  a  date  certain  or  face 
deferral  of  the  date  on  which  the  State 
may  begin  to  obligate  funds  under  the 
program.  The  Secretary  also  defers  until 
the  final  regulations  become  effective 
the  decision  not  to  grant  pre-award  costs 
before  the  date  a  State  may  begin  to 
obligate  funds.  The  Secretary  takes  these 
actions  to  assist  States  in  the  transition 
to  full  implementation  of  the  Cash 
Management  Improvement  Act  of  1990. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Peter  Wathen-Dunn,  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  400  Maryland  Avenue  SW., 
room  4091,  Washington,  DC  20202- 
2243.  Telephone:  (202)  401-3690. 
Individuals  who  use  a 
telecommunications  device  for  the  deaf 
(TDD)  may  call  the  Federal  Information 


Relay  Service  (FIRS)  at  1-800-877-8339 
between  8  a.m.  and  8  p.m..  Eastern  time, 
Monday  through  Friday. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
December  16, 1993  the  Secretary  ^ 
published  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  (NPRM)  (58  FR  65856)  that 
propo.sed  to  amend  34  CFR  76.703  to 
delay  the  date  a  State  may  begin  to 
obligate  funds  under  a  State 
administered  program  if  certain 
circumstances  existed  involving  late 
submission  of  a  State  plan.  The 
Secretary  also  stated  his  intention  not  to 
authorize  pre-award  costs  to  any  State 
that  was  late  in  submitting  its  State 
plan.  The  proposed  amendment  and  the 
decision  about  pre-award  costs  were 
made  necessary  by  the  pas.sage  of  the 
Cash  Management  Improvement  Act  of 
1990  (CMIA).  The  effect  of  the  CMIA 
and  the  proposed  nde  are  described  in 
the  NPRM. 

The  Secretary  received  60  comments 
in  response  to  the  NPRM  from  State 
educational  agencies.  State  fiscal  offices, 
a  trust  territory,  the  Treasury 
Department,  and  three  national 
organizations.  Most  States  asked  the 
Department  to  defer  the  proposed  rule 
so  that  it  would  not  apply  to  funds 
made  available  for  obligation  this 
calendar  year.  The  commenters  also 
asked  that  the  Secretary  not  apply  the 
decision  not  to  grant  pre-award  costs 
this  year  if  a  State  is  late  in  submitting 
its  State  plan.  In  addition  to  asking  for 
the  deferrals,  the  commenters  raised 
many  questions  that  must  be  answered 


before  the  nile  can  be  issued  and 
become  effective.  The  Secretary  has 
decided  to  issue  the  final  rule  this 
summer  and  defer  its  application  to  the 
submission  of  state  plans  made  in  the 
spring  and  summer  of  1995.  The 
Secretary  also  has  decided  to  defer  the 
deci.sion  not  to  grant  pre-award  costs. 
These  decisions  are  intended  to  give 
States  additional  time  to  adjust  their 
State  plan  development  processes  to  the 
timelines  envisioned  for  the  submission 
of  state  plans  in  1995.  This  deferral  will 
also  give  the  Department  the  time 
needed  to  fully  answer  all  of  the 
questions  raised  by  the  commenters  and 
to  make  any  changes  to  the  proposed 
rule  that  may  be  appropriate  in  the  light 
of  the  comments.  However,  for  this 
transitional  year,  the  Secretary 
encourages  States  to  submit  plans  on  a 
timely  basis,  as  proposed  in  the  NPRM. 

The  Secretary  plans  to  publish  a  final 
rulemaking  document  this  summer  that 
will  apply  to  State  plan  submissions 
made  in  Uie  spring  or  summer  of  1995, 
That  final  rulemaking  document  will 
amend  34  CFR  76.703  and  implement 
the  decision  not  to  grant  pre-award  costs 
to  a  State  that  is  late  in  submitting  a 
State  plan. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  does  not  apply) 

Dated:  May  19. 1994. 

Richard  Riley, 

Secretary  of  Education. 

IFR  Doc.  94-12788  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 
[CFDA  No:  84.101] 

Indian  Vocational  Education  Training 
Program;  Notice  Inviting  Applications 
for  New  Awards  for  Fiscal  Year  (FY) 

1995 

Notice  to  Applicants:  This  notice  is  a 
complete  application  package.  Together 
with  the  statute  authorizing  the  program 
and  applicable  regulations  governing 
the  program,  including  the  Education 
Department  General  Administrative 
Regulations  (EDGAR),  the  notice 
contains  all  of  the  information, 
application  forms,  and  instructions 
needed  to  apply  for  a  grant  under  this 
competition. 

Purpose  of  Program:  To  provide 
financial  assistance  to  Indian  tribes  and 
certain  schools  funded  by  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  to  plan, 
conduct,  and  administer  projects,  or 
portions  of  projects,  that  are  authorized 
by  and  consistent  with  the  Carl  D. 

Perkins  Vocational  and  Applied 
Technology  Education  Act  of  1990 
(Act),  as  amended.  20  U.S.C.  2301  et 
seq. 

Eligible  Applicants:  The  following 
entities  are  eligible  for  an  award  under 
this  program: 

(a)  A  tribal  organization  of  any  Indian 
tribe  that  is  eligible  to  contract  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  under  the 
Indian  Self-Determination  and 
Education  Assistance  Act  or  under  the 
Act  of  April  16, 1934. 

(b)  A  Bureau-funded  school  offering  a 
secondary  program. 

(c)  Any  tribal  organization  or  Bureau- 
funded  school  described  in  paragraph 

(a)  or  (b)  of  this  section  may  apply 
individually  or  jointly  as  part  of  a 
consortium  with  one  or  more  eligible 
tribal  organizations  or  schools. 

When  seeking  to  apply  for  funds  as  a 
consortium,  individual  eligible 
applicants  must  enter  into  an  agreement 
signed  by  all  members  of  the  consortium 
and  designating  one  member  of  the 
consortium  as  the  applicant  and  grantee. 
The  consortium’s  agreement  must  detail 
the  activities  each  member  of  the 
consortium  plans  to  perform,  and  must 
bind  each  member  to  every  statement 
and  assurance  made  in  the  consortium’s 
application.  The  designated  applicant 
must  submit  the  consortium’s  agreement 
with  its  application. 

Deadline  for  Transmittal  of 
Applications:  July  29, 1994. 

Available  Funds:  $4,122,387  for  the 
first  12  months  of  the  24-month  project 
period.  Funding  for  the  second  12- 
month  period  of  the  24-month  project 
period  is  subject  to  the  availability  of 


funds  and  to  a  grantee  meeting  the 
requirements  of  34  CFR  75.253. 

Estimated  Range  of  Awards:  $45,000 
to  $595,000  for  the  first  12  months. 

Estimated  Average  Size  of  Awards: 
$374,762. 

Estimated  Number  of  Awards:  11. 

Note:  The  Department  is  not  bound  by  any 
estimates  in  this  notice. 

Project  Period:  Up  to  24  months. 

Applicable  Regulations:  (a)  The 
Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations  (EDGAR)  as 
follows: 

(1)  34  CFR  Part  74  (Administration  of 
Grants  to  Institutions  of  Higher 
Education,  Hospitals,  and  Nonprofit 
Organizations). 

(2)  34  CFR  Part  75  (Direct  Grant 
Programs). 

(3)  34  CFR  Part  77  (Definitions  that 
Apply  to  Department  Regulations). 

(4)  34  CFR  Part  80  (Uniform 
Administrative  Requirements  for  Grants 
and  Cooperative  Agreements  to  State 
and  Local  Governments). 

(5)  34  CFR  Part  81  (General  Education 
Provisions  Act — Enforcement). 

(6)  34  CFR  Part  82  (New  Restrictions 
on  Lobbying). 

(7)  34  CFR  Part  85  (Governmentwide 
Debarment  and  Suspension 
(Nonprocurement)  and 
Govemmentwide  Requirements  for 
Drug-Free  Workplace  (Grants)). 

(8)  34  CFR  Part  86  (Drug-Free  Schools 
and  Campuses). 

(b)  The  regulations  for  this  program  in 
34  CFR  Parts  400  and  401. 

Definitions 

Applicants  are  encouraged  to  take 
particular  note  of  the  following 
definitions  that  are  contained  in  34  CFR 
401.5: 

“Act  of  April  16.  1934’’  means  the 
Federal  law  commonly  known  as  the 
“Johnson-O’Malley  Act,’’  that  authorizes 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  make 
contracts  for  the  education  of  Indians 
and  other  purposes. 

“Bureau”  means  the  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs.  Department  of  the  Interior. 

“Bureau-Funded  School"  means — 

(1)  A  Bureau-operated  elementary  or 
secondary  day  or  boarding  school  or  a 
Bureau-operated  dormitory  for  students 
attending  a  school  other  than  a  Bureau 
school: 

(2)  An  elementary  or  secondary 
school  or  a  dormitory  that  receives 
financial  assistance  for  its  operation 
under  a  contract  or  agreement  with  the 
Bureau  under  sections  102, 104(1),  or 
208  of  the  Indian  Self-Determination 
and  Education  Assistance  Act  (25  U.S.C. 
450f.  450h(l),  and  458d;  or 


(3)  A  school  for  which  assistance  is 
provided  under  the  Tribally  Controlled 
Schools  Act  of  1988. 

“Indian  Tribe’’ means  any  Indian 
tribe,  band.  Nation,  or  other  organized 
group  or  community,  including  any 
Alaska  Native  village  or  regional  or 
village  corporation  as  defined  in  or 
established  pursuant  to  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  (85  Stat. 
688)  that  is  federally  recognized  as 
eligible  for  the  special  programs  and 
services  provided  by  the  United  States 
to  Indians  because  of  their  status  as 
Indians. 

“Tribal  organization  ”  means  the 
recognized  governing  body  of  any 
Indian  tribe  or  any  legally  established 
organization  of  Indians  that  is 
controlled,  sanctioned,  or  chartered  by 
that  governing  body  or  that  is 
democratically  elected  by  the  adult 
members  of  the  Indian  community  to  be 
serv'ed  by  the  organization  and  that 
includes  the  maximum  participation  of 
Indians  in  all  phases  of  its  activities. 
However,  in  any  case  where  a  contract 
is  let  or  grant  made  to  an  organization 
to  perform  services  benefiting  more  than 
one  Indian  tribe,  the  approval  of  each  of 
those  Indian  tribes  must  be  a 
prerequisite  to  the  letting  or  making  of 
that  contract  or  grant. 

Invitational  Priority 

Under  34  CFR  75.105(c)(1)  the 
Secretary  is  authorized  to  invite 
applications  that  meet  certain  priorities. 
In  this  competition,  the  Secretary  seeks 
to  encourage  Indian  program  applicants 
to  initiate  and  establish  tech-prep 
projects  that  are  similar  to  those 
operated  by  States  under  the  Perkins 
Act.  Therefore,  the  Secretary  is 
particularly  interested  in  applications 
that  meet  the  following  invitational 
priority,  although  an  application  that 
meets  this  invitational  priority  will  not 
receive  competitive  or  absolute 
preference  over  applications  that  do  not 
meet  this  priority. 

Projects  that  propose  a  tech-prep 
education  program  that  combines  a 
secondary  and  postsecondary  program 
and  that — 

(a)  Leads  to  an  associate  degree  or 
two-year  certificate; 

(b)  Provides  technical  preparation  in 
at  least  one  field  of  engineering 
technology,  applied  science, 
mechanical,  industrial,  or  practical  art 
or  trade,  or  agriculture,  health,  or 
business; 

(c)  Builds  student  competence  in 
mathematics,  science,  and 
communications  (including  through 
applied  academics)  through  a  sequential 
course  of  study:  and 
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(d)  Leads  to  placement  in 
employment. 

Furthermore,  the  Secretary 
encourages  applicants  addressing  this 
invitational  priority  to  propose  projects 
that  provide  for  the  following: 

(a)  An  articulation  agreement  to  be 
carried  out  between  instructional  and 
ser\'ice  providers  at  the  secondary  or 
adult  and  postsecondary  levels. 
(“Articulation  agreement”  means  a 
commitment  to  a  program  designed  to 
provide  students  with  a  non-duplicative 
sequence  of  progressive  achievement 
leading  to  competencies  in  a  tech-prep 
education  program.) 

(b)  The  implementation  of  an 
educational  program  that  will  be  carried 
out  under  an  articulation  agreement 
between  the  members  of  a  consortium 
that  includes  the  two  years  of  secondary 
schooling  preceding  graduation 
(including  programs  for  adult  learners) 
and  either  two  years  of  higher 
ediication,  or  two  years  of 
apprenticeship  training  that  follows 
secondary  level  instruction.  The 
program  should  also  provide  a  common 
core  of  required  proficiency  in  applied 
mathematics,  science,  communications, 
and  technologies  designed  to  lead  to  an 
associate  degree  or  a  two-year  certificate 
of  proficiency  in  a  specific  career  field. 

(c)  The  development  of  te<di-prep 
education  curricula  appropriate  to  the 
needs  of  the  participants. 

(d)  Inservice  training  for  teachers 
that — 

(1)  Is  designed  to  train  teachers  to 
implement  curricula  for  a  tech-prep 
education  program  effectively; 

(2)  Provides  for  joint  training  for 
teachers  from  all  participating 
instructional  and  service  providers;  and 

(3)  May  provide  training  on 
weekends,  evenings,  cwr  during  the 
summer  in  the  form  of  sessions, 
institutes,  or  workshops. 

(e)  Training  activities  for  counselors 
designed  to  enable  counselors  to  more 
effectively — 

(1)  Recruit  students  for  tech-prep 
education  programs; 

(2)  Ensure  that  students  successfully 
complete  tech-prep  education  programs; 
and 

(3)  Ensure  that  students  are  placed  in 
appropriate  employment. 

(f)  Equal  access  to  all  tech-prep 
education  programs  to  students  who  are 
members  of  “special  populations’*  as 
that  term  is  defined  in  34  CFR  400.4(b). 

A  project  under  this  priority  may 
also — 

(a)  Provide  for  the  acquisition  of  tech- 
prep  education  program  equipment;  and 

(b)  Acquire,  as  a  p>art  of  the  planning 
activities,  technical  assistance  from 
sources  that  have  successfully  designed. 


established,  and  operated  tech-prep 
programs. 

Selection  Criteria 

The  Secretary  uses  the  following 
selection  criteria  in  34  CFR  401.21  to 
evaluate  applications  for  new  grants 
under  this  competition. 

The  maximum  score  for  each  criterion 
is  indicated  in  parentheses. 

The  program  regulations  in  34  CFR 
401.20(b)  provide  that  the  Secretary  may 
award  up  to  100  points  for  the  selection 
criteria  in  34  CFR  401.21,  including  a 
reserv'ed  15  points  that  may  be  assigned 
by  the  Secretary  among  the  published 
criteria  in  the  notice  for  each  program 
competition.  For  this  competition,  the 
Secretary  distributes  the  15  points 
reserved  in  34  CFR  401.20(b),  as 
follows: 

Need  (34  CFR  401.21(b)).  Five  points 
are  added  to  this  criterion  for  a  po.ssible 
total  of  20  points. 

Plan  of  operation  (34  CFR  401.21(c)). 
Five  points  are  added  to  this  criterion 
for  a  possible  total  of  20  points. 

Budget  and  cost  effectiveness  (34  CFR 
401.21(e)).  Five  points  are  added  to  this 
criterion  for  a  possible  total  of  10  points. 

(a)  Program  factors.  (20  points)  The 
Secretary  reviews  each  application  to 
determine  the  extent  to  which  it — 

(1)  Proposes  measurable  goals  for 
student  enrollment,  completion,  and 
placement  (including  placement  in  jobs 
or  military  specialties  and  in  continuing 
education  or  training  opportunities)  that 
are  realistic  in  terms  of  stated  needs, 
resources,  and  job  opportunities  in  each 
occupation  for  which  training  is  to  be 
provided; 

(2)  Proposes  goals  that  take  into 
consideration  any  related  goals  or 
standards  developed  for  Job 
Opportunities  and  Basic  Skills  (JOBS) 
programs  (42  U.S.C  681  et  seq.]  and  Job 
Training  Partnerehip  Act  (JTPA)  (29 
U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.]  training  programs 
operating  in  the  area,  and,  where 
appropriate,  any  goals  set  by  the  State 
Board  for  vocational  education  for  the 
occupation  and  geographic  area; 

(3)  Describes,  for  each  occupation  for 
which  training  is  to  be  provided,  how 
successful  program  completion  will  be 
determined  in  terms  of  academic  and 
vocational  competencies  demonstrated 
by  enrollees  prior  to  completion  and 
any  academic  or  work  credentials 
acquired  by  enrollees  upon  cewnpletion; 

(4)  Demonstrates  the  active 
commitment  in  the  project’s  planning 
and  operation  by  advisory  committees, 
tribal  planning  offices,  the  JOBS 
program  office,  the  JTPA  program 
director,  and  potential  employers  such 
as  tribal  enterprises,  private  enterprises 


(on  or  off  the  reservation),  and  other 
organizations; 

(5)  Is  targeted  to  individuals  with 
inadequate  skills  to  assist  those 
individuals  in  obtaining  new 
employment;  and 

(6)  Includes  a  thorough  description  of 
the  approach  to  be  used,  including  some 
or  all  of  the  following  components: 

(i)  Methods  of  participant  selection. 

(ii)  Assessment  and  feedback  of 
participant  progress. 

(iii)  Cooraination  of  vocational 
instruction,  academic  instruction,  and 
support  services  such  as  counseling, 
transportation,  and  child  care. 

(iv)  Curriculum  and,  if  appropriate, 
approaches  for  providing  on-the-job 
training  experience. 

(b)  Need.  (20  points)  The  Secretary 
reviews  each  application  to  determine 
the  extent  to  which  the  project 
addresses  specific  needs,  including — 

(1)  The  joD  market  and  related  needs 
(such  as  educational  level)  of  the  target 
population: 

(2)  Characteristics  of  that  population, 
including  an  estimate  of  tho.se  to  be 
served  by  the  project; 

(3)  How  the  project  will  meet  the 
needs  of  the  target  population;  and 

(4)  A  description  of  any  ongoing  and 
planned  activities  relative  to  those 
needs,  including,  if  appropriate,  how 
the  State  plan  developed  under  34  CFR 
403.30-403.34  is  de.signed  to  meet  those 
needs. 

(c)  Plan  of  operation.  (20  points)  The 
Secretary  reviews  each  application  to 
determine  the  quaUty  of  the  plan  of 
operation  for  the  project,  including — 

(1)  The  establisnment  of  objectives 
that  are  clearly  related  to  projects  goals 
and  activities  and  are  mea.surable  with 
respect  to  anticipated  enrollments, 
completions,  and  placements; 

(2)  A  management  plan  that  describes 
the  chain  of  command,  how  staff  will  be 
managed,  how  coordination  among  staff 
will  be  accomplished,  and  timelines  for 
each  activity;  and 

(3)  The  way  the  applicant  intends  to 
use  its  resources  and  personnel  to 
achieve  each  objective. 

(d)  Key  personnel.  (10  points). 

(1)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 

application  to  determine  the  quality  of 
key  personnel  tlie  applicant  plans  to  use 
on  the  project,  including — 

(i)  The  qualifications  of  the  projet:t 
director: 

(ii)  The  qualifications  of  each  of  the 
other  key  personnel  to  be  used  on  the 
project: 

(iii)  The  time,  including  justification 
for  the  time  that  each  one  of  the  key 
personnel,  including  the  project 
director,  will  commit  to  the  project;  and 

(iv)  Subject  to  the  Indian  preference 
provisions  of  the  Indian  Self- 
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Determination  Act  (25  U.S.C.  450  et 
seq.)  that  apply  to  grants  and  contracts 
to  tribal  organizations,  how  the 
applicant,  as  part  of  its 
nondiscriminatory  employment 
practices,  will  ensure  that  its  personnel 
are  selected  for  employment  without 
regard  to  race,  color,  national  origin, 
gender,  age,  or  disabling  condition. 

(2)  To  determine  personnel 
qualifications,  the  Secretary  considers — 

(i)  The  experience  and  training  of  key 
personnel  in  project  management  and  in 
the  objectives  of  the  project;  and 

(ii)  Any  other  qualihcations  of  key 
personnel  that  pertain  to  the  quality  of 
the  project. 

(ej  Budget  and  cost  effectiveness.  (10 
points)  The  Secretarj’  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the  extent  to 
which — 

(1)  The  budget  is  adequate  to  support 
the  project  activities; 

(2)  Costs  are  reasonable  in  relation  to 
the  objectives  of  the  project  and  the 
number  of  participants  to  be  served;  and 

(3)  The  budget  narrative  justifies  the 
expenditures. 

(f)  Evaluation  plan.  (10  points)  The 
Secretary  reviews  each  application  to 
determine  the  quality  of  the  evaluation 
plan  for  the  project,  including  the  extent 
to  which — 

(1)  The  plan  identifies,  at  a  minimum, 
types  of  data  to  be  collected  and 
reported  with  respect  to  the  academic 
and  vocational  competencies 
demonstrated  by  participants  and  the 
number  and  kind  of  academic  and  work 
credentials  acquired  by  participants 
who  complete  the  training; 

(2)  The  plan  identifies,  at  a  minimum, 
types  of  data  to  be  collected  and 
reported  with  respect  to  the 
achievement  of  project  goals  for  the 
enrollment,  completion,  and  placement 
of  participants.  The  data  must  be  broken 
down  by  sex  and  by  occupation  for 
which  the  training  was  provided; 

(3)  The  methods  of  evaluation  are 
appropriate  for  the  project  and,  to  the 
extent  possible,  are  objective  and 
produce  data  that  are  quantifiable;  and 

(4)  The  methods  of  evaluation  provide 
periodic  data  that  can  be  used  by  the 
project  for  ongoing  program 
improvement. 

(n)  Employment  opportunities.  (10 
points)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  to  determine  the  quality  of 
the  plan  for  job  placement  of 
participants  who  complete  training 
under  this  program,  including — 

(1)  The  expected  employment 
opportunities  (including  any  military 
specialties)  and  any  additional 
educational  or  training  opportunities 
that  are  related  to  the  participants’ 
training; 


(2)  Information  and  documentation 
concerning  potential  employers’ 
commitment  to  hire  participants  who 
complete  training;  and 

(3)  An  estimate  of  the  percentage  of 
trainees  expected  to  be  employed 
(including  self-employed  individuals)  in 
the  field  for  which  they  were  trained 
following  completion  of  training. 

Special  Consideration 

Under  34  CFR  401.20(e),  in  addition 
to  the  100  points  to  be  awarded  based 
on  the  selection  criteria  in  34  CFR 
401.21,  the  Secretary  awards: 

(a)  Up  to  five  points  to  applications 
proposing  exemplary  approaches  that 
involve,  coordinate  widi,  or  encourage 
tribal  economic  development  plans;  and 

(b)  Five  points  to  applications  from 
tribally  controlled  community  colleges 
that — 

(1)  Are  accredited  or  are  candidates 
for  accreditation  by  a  nationally 
recognized  accreditation  organization  as 
an  institution  of  postsecondary 
vocational  education;  or 

(2)  Operate  vocational  education 
programs  that  are  accredited  or  are 
candidates  for  accreditation  by  a 
nationally  recognized  accreditation 
organization  and  issue  certificates  for 
completion  of  vocational  education 
programs. 

Instructions  for  Transmittal  of 
Applications 

(a)  If  an  applicant  wants  to  apply  for 
a  grant  under  this  competition,  the 
applicant  must — 

(1)  Mail  the  original  and  six  copies  of 
the  application  on  or  before  the 
deadline  date  to:  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention:  (CFDA  #84.101),  Washington, 
DC  20202-4725. 

(2)  Hand  deliver  the  original  and  six 
copies  of  the  application  by  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  DC  time)  on  or  before  the 
deadline  date  to:  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention:  (CFDA  i84.101).  Room  #3633, 
Regional  Office  Building  #3,  7th  and  D 
Streets,  SW.,  Washington,  DC. 

(b)  An  applicant  must  show  one  of  the 
following  as  proof  of  mailing: 

(1)  A  legibly  dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the 
date  of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  Secretary. 

(c)  If  an  application  is  mailed  through 
the  U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary 
does  not  accept  either  of  the  following 
as  proof  of  mailing: 


(1)  A  private  metered  postmark. 

(2)  A  mail  receipt  that  is  not  dated  by 
the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

Notes:  (1)  The  U.S.  Postal  Service  does  not 
uniformly  provide  a  date  postmark.  Before 
relying  on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  its  local  post  office. 

(2)  The  Application  Control  Center  will 
mail  a  Grant  Application  Receipt 
Acknowledgement  to  each  applicant.  If  an 
applicant  fails  to  receive  the  notification  of 
application  receipt  within  15  days  from  the 
date  of  mailing  the  application,  the  applicant 
should  call  the  U.S.  Department  of  Education 
Application  Control  Center  at  (202)  708- 
9494. 

(3)  The  applicant  must  indicate  on  the 
envelope  and — if  not  provided  by  the 
Department — in  Item  10  of  the  Application 
for  Federal  Assistance  (Standard  Form  424) 
the  CFDA  number — and  suffix  letter,  if  any — 
of  the  competition  under  which  the 
application  is  being  submitted. 

Application  Instructions  and  Forms: 

To  apply  for  an  award  under  this 
program  competition,  your  application 
must  be  organized  in  the  following 
order  and  include  the  following  five 
parts.  The  parts  and  additional  materials 
are  as  follows: 

Part  I:  Application  for  Federal 
Assistance  (Standard  Form  424  (Rev.  4- 
88))  and  instructions. 

Part  II:  Budget  Information. 

Part  III:  Budget  Narrative. 

Part  IV:  Program  Narrative. 

Part  V:  Additional  Assurances  and 
Certifications: 

a.  Assurances — Non-Construction 
Programs  (Standard  Form  424B). 

b.  Certification  regarding  Lobbying, 
Debarment,  Suspension,  and  Other 
Responsibility  Matters;  and  Drug-Free 
Workplace  Requirements  (ED  80-0013) 
and  instructions. 

c.  Certification  regarding  Debarment, 
Suspension,  Ineligibility  and  Voluntary 
Exclusion:  Low'er  Tier  Covered 
Transactions  (ED  Form  80-0014,  9/90) 
and  instructions. 

(Note:  ED  Form  80-0014  is  intended  for  the 
use  of  grantees  and  should  not  be  transmitted 
to  the  Department.) 

d.  Disclosure  of  Lobbying  Activities 
(Standard  Form  LLL-A)  (if  applicable) 
and  Instructions,  and  Disclosure  of 
Lobbying  Activities  Continuation  Sheet 
(Standard  Form  LLL-A). 

All  forms  and  instructions  are 
included  as  appendix  A  of  this  notice. 
Questions  and  answers  pertaining  to 
this  program  are  included,  as  appendix 
B,  to  assist  potential  applicants. 

All  applicants  must  submit  ONE 
original  signed  application,  including 
ink  signatures  on  all  forms  and 
assurances  and  six  copies  of  the 
application.  Please  mark  each 
application  as  original  and  copy.  Indian 
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tribes  may  choose  to  submit  two  copies 
with  the  original. 

No  grant  may  be  awarded  unless  a 
completed  application  form  has  been 
received. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATIOH  CONTACT: 
Roberta  M.  Lewis,  Special  Programs 
Branch,  Division  of  National  Programs, 
Office  of  Vocational  and  Adult 
Education,  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  SW. 
(room  4512,  Mary  E.  Switzer  Building), 
Washington,  DC  20202-7242. 


Telephone  (202)  205-5680.  Individuals 
who  use  a  telecommunications  device 
for  the  deaf  (TDD)  may  call  the  Federal 
Information  Relay  Service  (FIRS)  at  1- 
800-877-8339  between  8  a.m.  and  8 
p.m..  Eastern  time  Monday  through 
Friday. 

Information  about  the  Department’s 
funding  opportunities,  including  copies 
of  application  notices  for  discretionary 
grant  competitions,  can  be  viewed  on 
the  Department’s  electronic  bulletin 
board  (ED  Board),  telephone  (202)  260- 
9950;  or  on  the  Internet  Gopher  Server 


at  GOPHER.ED.GOV  (under 
Announcements,  Bulletins,  and  Press 
Releases).  However,  the  official 
application  notice  for  a  discretionary 
grant  competition  is  the  notice 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Program  .Authority:  20 1’. .S  C.  23t3!h). 
Dated:  May  19, 1994. 

Augusta  Souza  Kappner, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Office  oj  Vocationui  and 
Adult  Education. 

BILLING  CODE  4000-OV-P 
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INSTRUCTIONS  FOR  THE  SF  424 

This  is  a  standard  form  used  by  applicants  as  a  required  facesheet  for  preapplications  and  applications  submitted 
for  Federal  assistance,  it  will  IM  used  by  Federal  agencies  to  obtain  applicant  certiilcation  that  States  which  have 
esublished  a  review  and  comment  procedure  in  response  to  Executive  Order  12372  and  have  selected  the  program 
to  be  included  in  their  process,  have  been  given  an  opportunity  to  review  the  applicant’s  submission. 

Item;  Entry;  Item;  Entrv; 


1.  Self-explanatory. 

2.  Date  application  submitted  to  Federal  agency  (or 
State  if  applicable)  &.  applicant’s  control  number 
(if  applicable). 

3  Slate  use  only  (if  applicable). 

4.  If  this  application  is  to  continue  or  revise  an 
existing  award,  enter  present  Federal  identifier 
number.  If  for  a  new  project,  leave  blank. 

5.  Legal  name  of  applicant,  name  of  primary 
organisational  unit  which  will  undertake  the 
assistance  activity,  complete  address  of  the 
applicant,  and  name  and  telephone  number  of  the 
person  to  conuct  on  matters  related  to  this 
application. 

6.  Enter  Employer  Identification  Number  (EIN)  as 
assigned  by  the  Internal  Revenue  Service. 

7.  Enter  the  appropriate  letter  in  the  space' 
provided. 

8.  Check  appropriate  box  and  enter  appropriate 
letter(s)  in  the  space(s)  provided; 

—  "New"  means  a  new  assistance  award. 

—  "Continuation"  means  an  extension  for  an 
additional  funding/budget  period  for  a  project 
with  8  projected  completion  date. 

—  "Revision”  means  any  change  in  the  Federal 
(government's  financial  obligation  or 
contingent  liability  from  an  existing 
obligation. 

9  Name  of  Federal  agency  from  which  assistance  is 
being  requested  with  this  application. 

10.  Use  the  Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
number  and  title  of  the  program  under  which 
assistance  is  requested. 

11.  Enter  a  brief  descriptive  title  of  the  project,  if 
more  than  one  program  is  involved,  you  should 
append  an  explanation  on  a  separate  sheet.  If 
appropriate  (e  g  ,  construction  or  real  property 
projects),  attach  a  map  showing  project  location. 
For  preapplicalions,  use  a  separate  sheet  to 
provide  a  summary  description  of  this  project. 


12.  List  only  the  largest  political  entities  afTecled 
(e.g..  State,  counties,  cities). 

13.  Self-explanatory. 

14.  List  the  applicant’s  Congressional  District  and 
any  Oistrictis)  affected  by  the  program  or  project 

15.  Amount  requested  or  to  be  contributed  during 
the  first  funding/budget  period  by  each 
contributor.  Value  of  in-kind  contributions 
should  be  included  on  appropriate  lines  as 
applicable.  Lf  the  action  will  result  in  a  dollar 
change  to  an  existing  award,  indicate  only  the 
amount  of  the  change.  For  decreases,  enclose  the 
amounts  in  parentheses.  If  both  basic  and 
supplemental  amounts  are  included,  show 
bre^down  on  an  attached  sheet.  For  multiple 
program  funding,  use  totals  and  show  breakdown 
using  same  categories  as  item  15. 

16.  Applicants  should  contact  the  State  Single  Point 
of  Contact  (SPOC)  for  Federal  Executive  Order 
12372  to  determine  whether  the  application  is 
subject  to  the  State  intergovernmental  review 
process. 

17.  Tliis  question  applies  to  the  applicant  organi¬ 
zation,  not  the  person  who  signs  as  the 
authorized  representative.  Categories  of  debt 
include  delinquent  audit  disallowances,  loans 
and  taxes. 

13  To  be  signed  by  the  authorized  representative  of 
the  applicant.  A  copy  of  tl)e  governing  body’s 
authorization  for  you  to  sign  this  application  as 
official  representative  must  be  on  file  in  the 
applicant's  office.  (Certain  Federal  agencies  may 
require  that  this  authorization  be  submitted  as 
part  of  the  application.) 
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PART  II  --  BUDGET  INFORMATION 

SECTION  AA  --  Budget  Summary  by  Categories  (Budget  Period) 


1 .  Personnel 

2.  Fringe  Benefits  (Rate  %) 

3 .  Travel 

4 .  Equipment 

5.  Supplies 

1  6 .  Contractual 

7 .  Other 

8.  Total  Direct  Cost 
j  (lines  1  through  7) 

1  9.  Indirect  Costs  (Rate  %) 

1  10.  Training  Costs /Stipends 

11.  Total  Federal  Funds  Requested 

1  (lines  8  through  10) 

SECTION  BB  -  Budget  Estimates  (Federal  Funds  Only)  for  Balance 
of  Project 

BUDGET  PERIOD 

SECOND  YEAR 


BtLUNG  CODE  4M0-01-C 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  59,  No.  101  /  Thursday,  May  26,  1994  /  Notices 


27413 


Instructions  for  Part  II — Budget 
Information 

Section  AA — Budget  Summary  by 
Categories 

1.  Personnel:  Show  saleuies  to  be  paid 
to  personnel 

2.  Fringe  Benefits:  Indicate  the  rate 
and  amount  of  fringe  benefits. 

3.  Travel:  Indicate  the  amount 
requested  for  bo{h  local  and  out  of  State 
travel  of  Project  Staff.  Include  funds  for 
at  least  one  trip  fcH*  two  people  to  attend 
the  Project  Dii^or’s  Workshop. 

4.  Equipment:  Indicate  the  cost  of 
non-expendable  personal  property  that 
has  a  cost  of  $5,000  or  more  per  unit. 

5.  Supplies:  Include  the  cost  of 
consumable  supplies  and  materials  to  be 
used  during  the  project  period. 

6.  Contractual:  Show  the  amount  to 
be  used  for:  (1)  procurement  contracts 
(except  those  which  belong  on  other 
lines  such  as  supplies  and  equipment); 
and  (2)  sub-contracts. 

7.  Other:  Indicate  all  direct  costs  not 
clearly  covered  by  lines  1  through  6 
above,  including  consultants  and  capita) 
expenditures. 

8.  Total  Direct  Cost:  Show  the  total  for 
Lines  1  through  7. 

9.  Indirect  Costs:  Indicate  the  rate  and 
amount  of  indirect  costs. 

(Note:  Except  for  grants  to  Federally 
recognized  Indian  tribes,  the  Indirect  cost 
rate  cannot  exceed  8%  of  the  total  direct 
charges.) 

10.  Training/stipend  Cost:  Indicate 
cost  per  student  and  number  of  hours  of 
instruction  (minimum  wage  is  the  basis 
for  amount  per  hour — $4.25). 

11.  Total  Federal  Funds  Requested: 
Show  total  for  lines  8  through  10. 

Section  BB — Budget  Estimates  of 
Federal  Funds  Needed  for  Balance  of 
the  Project 

In  the  block  provided,  enter  the 
amoimt  of  Federal  funds  which  will  be 
needed  to  complete  the  project  over  the 
succeeding  funding  period;  in  this  case, 
the  second  year. 


! 

I 

i 


Instructions  for  Part  III — Budget 
Narrative 

The  budget  narrative  should  explain, 
justify,  and.  if  needed,  clarify  your 
budget  summary.  For  each  line  item 
(personnel,  fringe  benefits,  travel,  etc.) 
in  your  budget,  explain  why  it  is  there 
and  how  you  computed  the  costs. 

Please  limit  this  section  to  no  more 
than  five  pages.  Be  sure  that  each  page 
of  your  application  is  numbered 
consecutively. 

Instructions  for  Part  IV — Program 
Narrative 

The  program  narrative  will  comprise 
the  largest  portion  of  your  application. 
This  part  is  where  you  spell  out  the 
who,  what,  when,  why,  and  how,  of 
your  proposed  project. 

Although  you  will  not  have  a  form  to 
fill  out  for  your  narrative,  there  is  a 
format.  This  format  is  based  on  the 
selection  criteria.  Because  your 
application  will  be  reviewed  and  rated 
by  a  review  panel  on  the  basis  of  the 
selection  criteria,  your  narrative  should 
follow  the  order  and  format  of  the 
criteria. 

Before  preparing  your  application, 
you  should  carefully  read  the  legislation 
and  regulations  of  the  program, 
eligibility  requirements,  information  on 
any  priority  set  by  the  Secretary,  and  the 
selecticm  criteria  for  this  competition. 

Your  program  narrative  should  be 
clear,  concise,  and  to  the  point.  Begin 
the  narrative  with  a  one  page  abstract  or 
summary  of  your  project.  T^n  describe 
the  project  in  detail,  addressing  each 
selection  criterion  in  order. 

The  Secretary  strongly  suggests  that 
you  limit  the  program  narrative  to  no 
more  than  30  double-spaced,  typed 
pages  (on  one  side  only),  although  the 
Secretary  will  consider  your  application 
if  it  is  longer.  Be  sure  to  number 
consecutively  ALL  pages  in  your 
application. 

You  may  include  supporting 
documentation  as  appendices  to  the 


program  narrative.  Be  sure  that  this 
material  is  concise  and  pertinent  to  this 
program  completion. 

You  are  advised  that — 

(a)  The  Department  considers  only 
information  contained  in  the 
application  in  ranking  applications  for 
funding  consideration.  Letters  of 
suppcBl  sent  separately  firom  the  forma) 
application  package  are  not  considered 
in  the  review  by  the  technical  review 
panels.  (34  CFR  75J217) 

(b)  The  technical  review  panel 
evaluates  each  application  solely  on  the 
basis  of  the  established  technical  review 
criteria.  Letters  of  support  induded  as 
appendices  to  the  application  will 
strengthen  the  application  only  if  they 
contain  commitments  that  pertain  to  the 
established  technical  criteria,  such  as 
commitment  of  resources. 

Estimated  Public  Reporting  Burden 

Under  terms  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  of  1980,  as  amended,  and 
the  regulaticxis  implementing  that  Act, 
the  Department  of  Education  invites 
comment  on  the  public  reporting 
burden  for  this  collection  of 
information.  Public  reporting  burden  for 
this  collection  of  information  is 
estimated  to  average  90  hours  per 
response,  including  the  time  for 
reviewing  instructions,  searching 
existing  ^ta  sources,  gathering  and 
maintaining  the  data  needed,  and 
completing  and  reviewing  the  collection 
of  information.  You  may  sei>d 
comments  regarding  this  burden 
estimate  to  the  U.S.  Departnaent  of 
Education.  Information  Management 
and  Compliance  Division.  Washington, 
DC  20202—4651;  and  to  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  Paperwork 
Reduction  Project.  OMB  1830-0013, 
Washington,  DC  20503.  (Information 
collection  approved  under  OMB  Control 
Number  1830-0013.  Expiration  Date  2/ 
28/95.) 
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OM»  Approval  Ho.0Sa-004Q 


ASSURANCES  —  NON-CONSTRUCTION  PROGRAMS 

Note:  Certain  of  these  assurances  may  not  be  applicable  to  your  project  or  program.  If  you  have  questions, 
please  contact  the  awarding  agency.  Further,  certain  P^eral  awarding  agencies  may  require  applicants 
to  certify  to  additional  assurances.  If  such  is  the  case,  you  «vill  be  notified. 

As  the  duly  authorized  representative  of  the  applicant  I  certify  that  the  applicant: _ 


1.  Has  the  legal  authority  to  apply  for  Federal 
assistance,  and  the  institutional,  managerial  and 
financial  capability  (including  funds  suflicient  to 
pay  the  non-Federal  share  of  project  costs)  to 
ensure  proper  planning,  management  and  com* 
pletion  of  ti^  project  described  in  this  application. 

2.  Will  give  the  awarding  agency,  the  Comptroller 
General  of  the  United  Sutes,  and  if  appropriate, 
the  State,  through  any  authorized  representative, 
access  to  and  the  right  to  examine  all  records, 
books,  papers,  or  documents  related  to  the  award: 
and  will  estabUsh  a  proper  accounting  system  in 
accordance  with  generally  accepted  accounting 
standards  or  agency  directives. 

3.  Will  establish  safeguards  to  prohibit  employees 
from  using  their  positions  for  a  purpose  that 
constitutes  or  presents  the  appearance  of  personal 
or  organizational  conflict  of  interest,  or  personal 
gain. 

4.  Will  initiate  and  complete  the  work  within  the 
applicable  time  frame  after  receipt  of  approval  of 
the  awarding  agency. 

5.  Will  comply  with  the  Intergovernmental 
Personnel  Act  of  1970  (42  U.S.C.  SS  4728-4763) 
relating  to  prescribed  standards  for  merit  systems 
for  programs  funded  under  one  of  the  nineteen 
statutes  or  regulations  specified  in  Appendix  A  of 
OPM’s  Standards  for  a  Merit  System  of  Personnel 
Administration  (5  C.F.R.  900,  Subpart  F). 

6.  Will  comply  with  all  Federal  statutes  relating  to 
nondiscrimination.  These  include  but  are  not 
limited  to;  (a)  Title  VI  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of 
1964  (P.L.  88-352)  which  prohibits  discrimination 
on  the  basis  of  race,  color  or  national  origin;  (b) 
Title  IX  of  the  Education  Amendments  of  1972,  as 
amended  (20  U  S.C.  §S  1681-1683,  and  1685-1686), 
which  prohibits  discrimination  on  the  basis  of  sex; 
(c)  Section  504  of  the  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as 
amended  (29  U.S.C.  S  794),  which  prohibits  dis¬ 
crimination  on  the  basis  of  handicaps;  (d)  the  Age 
Discrimination  Act  of  1975,  as  amended  (42 
u  s  e  §§  6101-6107),  which  prohibits  discrim¬ 
ination  on  the  basis  of  age; 


(e)the  Drug  Abuse  Office  and  Treatment  Act  of 
1972  (P.L.  92-255),  as  amended,  relating  to 
nondiscrimination  on  the  basis  of  drug  abuse,  (f) 
the  Comprehensive  Alcohol  Abuse  and  Alcoholism 
Prevention,  Treatment  and  Rehabiliution  Act  of 
1970  (P.L.  91-616),  as  amended,  relating  to 
nondiscrimination  on  the  basis  of  alcohol  abuse  or 
alcoholism;  (g)  IS  523  and  527  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  of  1912  (42  U.S.C.  290  dd-3  and  290  ee- 
3),  as  amended,  relating  to  confidentiality  of 
alcohol  and  drug  abuse  patient  records;  (h)  Title 
VIII  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1968  (42  U.S.C.  I 
3601  et  seq.),  as  amended,  relating  to  non¬ 
discrimination  in  the  sale,  rental  or  financing  of 
housing;  (i)  any  other  nondiscrimination 
provisions  in  the  specific  statute(s)  under  which 
application  for  Federal  assistance  is  being  made; 
and  (j)  the  requirements  of  any  other 
nondiscrimination  statute(s)  which  may  apply  to 
the  application. 

7.  Will  comply,  or  has  already  complied,  with  the 
requirements  of  Titles  II  and  III  of  the  Uniform 
Relocation  Assistance  and  Real  Property 
Acquisition  Policies  Act  of  1970  (P.L.  91-646) 
which  provide  for  fair  and  equitable  treatment  of 
persons  displaced  or  whose  property  is  acquired  as 
a  result  of  Federal  or  federally  assisted  programs 
These  requirements  apply  to  all  interests  in  real 
property  acquired  for  project  purposes  regardless 
of  Federal  participation  in  purchases. 

8.  Will  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  Hatch  Act 
(5  U.S.C.  11  1501-1508  and  7324-7328)  which  limit 
the  political  activities  of  employees  whose 
principal  employment  activities  are  funded  in 
whole  or  in  part  with  Federal  funds. 

9.  Will  comply,  as  applicable,  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Davis-Bacon  Act  (40  U.S.C.  SS  276a  to  276a- 
7),  the  Copeland  Act  (40  U.S.C.  S  276c  and  18 
U.S.C.  SS  874),  and  the  Contract  Work  Hours  and 
Safety  Standards  Act  (40  U.S.C.  SS  327-333), 
regarding  labor  standards  for  federally  assisted 
construction  subagreements 
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10.  Will  comply,  if  applicable,  with  flood  insurance 
purchase  requirements  of  Section  102(a)  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973  (P.L.  93-234) 
which  requires  recipients  in  a  special  flood  hsizard 
area  to  participate  in  the  program  andto  purchase 
flood  insurance  if  the  total  cost  of  insurable 
construction  and  acquisition  is  $10,000  or  more. 

11.  Will  comply  with  environmental  standards  which 
may  be  prescribed  pursuant  to  the  following:  (a) 
institution  of  environmental  quality  control 
measures  under  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (P.L.  91-190)  and  Executive 
Order  (EO)  11514;  (b)  notiflcatioa  of  violating 
facilities  pursuant  to  EO  11738;  (c)  protection  of 
wetlands  pursuant  to  EO  11990;  (d)  evaluation  of 
flood  hasajrds  in  floodplains  in  accordance  with  EO 
11983;  (e)  assurance  of  project  consistency  with 
the  approved  State  management  program 
develop^  under  the  Coastal  Zone  Management 
Act  of  1972  (16  U.S.C.  ii  1451  et  seq  );  (f) 
conformity  of  Federal  actions  to  State  (Clear  Air) 
Implementation  Plans  under  Section  176(c)  of  the 
Clear  Air  Act  of  1955,  as  amended  (42  C.S.C.  S 
7401  et  seq  );  (g)  protection  of  underground  sources 
of  drinking  water  under  the  Safe  Drinking  Water 
Act  of  1974,  as  amended,  (P.L.  93-523);  and  (h) 
protection  of  endangered  species  under  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  as  amended,  (P.L. 
93-205). 

12.  Will  comply  with  the  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  Act 
of  1968  (16  U.S.C.  §)  1271  et  seq.)  related  to 
protecting  components  or  potential  components  of 
the  national  wild  and  scenic  rivers  sjrstem. 


13.  Will  assist  the  awarding  agency  in  assuring 
compliance  with  Section  106  of  the  National 
Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966,  as  amended  (16 
U.S.C.  470).  EO  11593  (identification  and 
protection  of  historic  properties),  and  the 
Archaeological  and  Historic  Preservation  Act  of 
1974  (16  U.SC.  469a-l  et  seq  ). 

14.  Will  comply  with  P.L.  93-348  regarding  the 
protection  of  human  subjects  involved  in  research, 
development,  and  relat^  activities  supported  by 
this  award  of  assistance. 

15.  Will  comply  with  the  Laboratory  Animal  Welfare 
Act  of  1966  (P.L.  89-544,  as  amended,  7  U.S.C. 
2131  et  seq.)  pertaining  to  the  care,  handling  and 
treatment  of  warm  blooded  animals  held  for 
research,  teaching,  or  other  activities  sxipported  by 
this  award  of  assistance. 

16.  Will  comply  with  the  Lead-Based  Paint  Poisoning 
Prevention  Act  (42  U.S.C.  ii  4801  et  seq.)  which 
prohibits  the  use  of  lead  based  paint  in 
construction  or  rehabilitation  of  residence 
structures. 

17.  Will  cause  to  be  performed  the  required  financial 
and  compliance  audits  in  accordance  with  the 
Single  Audit  Act  of  1984. 

18.  Will  comply  with  all  Applicable  requirem.2nts  of  all 
other  Federal  laws,  executive  orders,  regulations 
and  policies  governing  this  program. 


^  <j^^ATL■R|  Of  au7HOei2ED'CERTlf>»N<iOff*CAL 

1  TITLE 
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CERTmCATIONS  REGARDING  LOBBYING:  DEBARMENT,  SUSPENSION  AND  OTHER 
RESPONSIBILITY  MATTERS;  AND  DRUG-FREE  WORltfLACE  REQUIREMENTS 


Ap^kana  thould  r«ftx  to  tte  regulations  cited  bdow  to  detenmne  the  oemficibon  to  turhich  they  are  required  to  attest  Applicants 
should  also  review  the  instructions  for  cetiScation  included  in  thcreffulabons  before  completing  this  form.  SiKnanire  of  tms  form 
provides  tar  compliance  trith  oertifkation  requiremena  under  M  CFK  Part  S2.  Tlew  RestncX)a\s  on  Lobbying'  and  34  CFR  Part  85, 
Coverrunent-wMe  Debarment  and  Suspension  (Nonprocurement)  and  Covenunent'Wide  Requiremena  for  Urus-Free  Worlmlacc 
.(Crates).*  The  certificatioiu  shall  be  treated  as  a  outenal  representation  of  fact  upon  which  rdianoe  tvill  be  placed  when  the  Department 
ol  Education  dctermiiws  to  award  the  covered  transaction,  grant,  or  cooperative  agreement. 


1.  LOBBYING 

As  required  by  Section  1352.  Title  31  of  the  L15.  Code,  and  im- 
pletnaited  at  M  CFR  Part  82.  for  persons  entering  into  a  graru 
or  coooeaove  agreement  over  S 1 00,(XX).  as  defined  at  34 
Part  82.  Sections  82.103  and  82.110,  the  applicant  certifies  that: 


(a)  No  Federal  appropriated  hmds  have  been  paid  or  will  be 
paid,  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  undersigned,  to  any  person  for  in- 
Duenahg  or  attempting  to  influeivx  an  officer  or  empbyee  of 
any  agercr,  a  Member  of  Congress,  an  officer  or  employee  of 
Congress,  or  u  employee  of  a  Member  of  Congress  m  connec* 
non  with  eSc  mailing  el  any  Federal  grant  the  entering  into  of 
any  cooperative  agreement  and  the  enension,  continuation, 
rehewau  amendment,  or  modiAcabon  of  any  Federal  grant  or 
coopcrac-.e  agreement; 

(b)  If  any  funds  other  than  Federal  appropriated  funds  have 
been  paid  or  svill  be  paid  to  any  person  for  influencing  or  at- 
lempwg  » influence  an  officer  or  employee  of  any  agency,  a 
Member  «  Congress,  an  officer  or  employer  of  Congress,  or  an 
cmcioyee  of  a  Member  of  Congress  in  cormeoion  with  this 
Federal  grant  or  cooperative  agreement  the  undersigned  shall 
comples  and  submit  Suhdard  ^rm  •  Lll,  Disclosttre  Form 
to  Report  Lobbying*  in  accordance  with  its  iiueruaioru; 


(c)  The  uaderBgned  shaO  require  that  the  Language  of  this  oer- 
tiriaoot\  be  mobded  in  the  award  documents  for  all  sub¬ 
awards  a:  all  bers  (including  subgrants,  contracts  under  grants 
and  CDoperanvc  agreements,  ana  subcontnos)  and  that  all 
subrecpienis  shall certify  and  disclose  accordingly. 


2.  DEBAR.MENT.  SUSPENSION,  AND  OTHER 
RESPO.NSIBIUTV  MATTERS 

As  req'jired  by  Eaecutive  Order  1 2549,  Debarment  and  Suspen¬ 
sion.  ai\d  implemented  at  34  GFR  Part  85,  for  prospecbve  par- 
bdpans  in  primare  coveed  transactiotu,  as  aefined  at  34  CFR 
Part  85,  Seebons  85.106  and  85.110— 

A  The  applicant  certifies  that  it  and  hs  principals: 

(a)  Are  not  presently  debarred,  suspended,  proposed  for  debar¬ 
ment.  declared  ineligible,  or  voluntarily  exauded  from 
cove.-ed  etosaoioiu  by  any  Federal  department  or  agency; 

(b)  Have  sot  within  a  three-yeax  p^od  preceding  this  applica¬ 
tion  been  convicted  of  or  had  a  cnnl  judgment  rendered 
agamst  them  for  oomnussaon  of  fraud  or  a  criminal  offense  in 
connemon  with  obtairun^  attempting  to  obtain,  or  performing 
a  public  (Federal,  State,  or  local)  iransacbon  or  contract  under 
a  piiblic  traiuacbon;  violation  of  Federal  or  State  anbtrust 
surutes  or  commission  of  embeazlement,  theft,  forgery, 
brilxry,  falsificabon  or  destruction  of  records,  making  false 
su  emerua,  or  receiving  stolen  property; 

(c)  Are  iwt  preset; ily  Indicted  for  or  otherwise  criminally  or 
civilly  charged  by  a  governmental  entity  (Federal,  State,  or 
local)  with  commission  of  any  of  the  offenses  enumeratod  in 
paragraph  (1Kb)  of  this  ceitincation;and 


(d)  Have  not  within  a  threeyear  period  preceding  this  ^ 
pbcabon  had  one  or  more  public  transactions  (Federal,  xaie, 
or  iocaO  terminated  for  cause  or  defsuh;  and 

B.  Whse  the  applicant  is  unable  to  certify  to  any  of  the  state¬ 
ments  in  this  ceroficabon.  he  or  she  shall  attach  an  expLanabon 
to  this  application. 


3.  DRUG-FREE  WORKPLACE 
(GRANTEES  OTHER  THAN  INDIVIDUALS) 

As  required  by  the  Drug-Free  Workplace  Aa  of  1968,  ai^  im¬ 
plemented  at  s4CFR  Part  85,  Subpan  F,  for  grantees,  as 
defined  at  34  CFR  Pan  85,  Sections  85.605  and  85810 — 

A.  The  applicant  certifies  that  it  will  or  will  continue  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  drug-free  workplace  by. 

(a)  Publishing  a  statement  notifying  enployees  that  the  tmlaw- 
ful  manufacture,  disthbuoon,  dispensing  possession,  or  use  of 
a  controlled  substance  is  prohibited  in  the  grantee's  workplace 
and  specifying  the  actions  that  vdll  be  talun  against  employees 
for  violation  of  such  prohibition; 

(b)  Establishing  an  on-going  drug-free  a  warener?  program  to 
inform  employees  aboui- 

(1)  The  dingers  of  drug  abuse  in  the  workplace; 

(2)  The  grantee'*  policy  of  maintaining  a  drug-free  workplace: 

(3)  Any  available  drug  counseling  rehabiliution,  and 
employee  assistance  programs;  and 

(4)  The  pmabies  that  may  be  imposed  upon  employees  for 
drug  abuse  violations  ocrurring  tn  the  workplace; 

(c)  Making  it  a  requirement  that  each  employee  to  be  engaged 
in  the  performance  of  the  grant  be  given  a  copy  of  the  state¬ 
ment  required  by  paragraph  (a); 

(d)  Notifying  the  employee  in  the  sutement  required  by  para¬ 
graph  (a)  that,  as  a  coitdibon  of  employment  uraer  th'  jrant, 
tne  employee  wiU- 


(1 )  Abide  by  the  terms  of  the  sutement;  and 

(2)  Notify  the  employer  in  writing  of  his  or  her  conviction  for 
a  violation  of  a  crunuul  drug  sutute  occurring  in  the 
workplace  no  later  than  five  calendar  days  tJtez  such  convic¬ 
tion; 

(e)  Notifying  the  agency,  in  writing  tviuSin  10  calendar  days 
after  receiving  notxx  under  subparagraph  (dX2)  from  an 
employee  or  otherwise  receiving  actual  notice  of  such  convic¬ 
tion.  wployers  of  convicted  employees  must  provide  notice, 
includingposition  title,  to:  Director.  Grants  and  Contracts  Ser¬ 
vice,  Ufi.  Department  of  Education,  400  Maryland  Avenue. 
S.W,(Room  Jl24.  CSA  Regional  Office  Builoing  No.  3), 
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Washington.  DC  20202-4S71.  Node*  shall  Indude  the  iderti/ic»- 
tion  numbcnsl  of  each  a/fected  grant; 

(0  Taking  one  of  the  following  actions,  within  30  calendar  ^y» 
of  recovtng  node*  under  subparagraph  (d)(2).  with  respect  to 
any  employee  who  is  so  convicted 

(1)  Taking  appropriate  personnel  action  against  such  aa 
cmplovee,  up  to  and  including  tenninabon,  consistent  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rchabilitaoon  Act  of  1973,  as  amended;  or 

(2)  Requiring  such  employee  to  participate  saoslaaotily  in  a 
drug  abuse  assistance  or  rehabilitation  program  appro^^vd  for 
such  purposes  by  a  Federal,  State,  or  io^  health,  law  enforce¬ 
ment.  or  other  appropnaee  agcztcy; 

(g)  Making  a  good  faith  effort  to  continue  to  maintain  a  drug- 
free  workplace  through  implementabon  of  paragraphs  (a). 
(b).(c).(dJ.(e).arvdtn.  . 


B.  The  grantee  may  iruen  in  the  space  provided  betow  the 
site<$)  for  the  performance  of  work  done  in  connection  widi  the 
specific  grant' 

Place  of  Performance  (Street  address,  dty,  county,  sute.  rip 
code) 


DRUG-FREE  WORKPLACE 
(GRANTEES  WHO  ARE  INDIVIDUALS) 

As  required  by  the  Drug-Free  Workplace  Act  oU96S,  and 
Impkxnented  at  34  CFRPart  &S,  Suboart  F,  for  grantees,  as 
denned  at  34  CFR  Pan  8S.  Sections  S  bQS  and  ESilO  — 

A.  As  •‘condition  of  the  grant.  I  certify  that  I  ariO  not  angagr 
in  the  unlawful  manuiacnine,  distribution,  dispensing  po»* 
session,  or  use  of  a  controlled  substance  in  conducting  any 
activity  with  the  grant;  and 

E  If  convicted  of  a  cnminal  drug  oBense  resulting  from  » 
violabon  occurring  dunng  the  conduct  of  any  grant  activity, 
i  will  repon  the  conwnon,  in  smtinL  within  fo  calendar 
days  of  the  conviction,  to:  Direaor,  Grants  and  Contnos 
Service,  US  Department  of  Ed  ucatioiv  400  Maryland 
Avenue,  EW.  Qcoom  3124,  CSA  Regional  Office  Building 
Na  3),  Washington,  DC  20202-457).  f^boe  shall  Indudc 
the  identifkation  numbers)  of  each  affected  gram 


Check  Q  if  there  are  workplaces  on  file  that  are  not  idenbfied 
here. 


As  the  duly  authorized  reprweruatrve  of  the  applicant.  I  hereby  cemfy  that  the  applicant  wdl  comply  with  the  above  cenificasions. 


^AMEW  APPLICANT  ~  "  PR/AWARD  NUMBER  A.N'D/OR  PROJECT  NAME 


PRINTED  NA.V.E  ANDTHLE  Of  AUTHORIZED  REPRESENTATIVE 
SIGNATURE  "  DATE 


ED  8(VO01 3. 6/90  (Replaces  ED  EMOOB,  12/89;  ED  Form  CCSO08,  (REV.  )2/88);  ED  8£M)010. 5/90;  and  ED  800011.5/90.  which  are 
obsolete) 


^7418 


Federal  Register  /  VoL  59,  No.  101  /  Thursday,  May  26,  1994  /  Notices 


Certification  Regarding  Debarment,  Su^ension,  Ineligibility  and 
Voluntary  Exclusion  —  Lower  Tier  C-overed  Transactions 


This  certification  is  required  by  the  Depamnent  of  Education  regulations  implementing  Executive  Order 
12549,  Debaimeiu  ana  Suspexttion,  34  OFR  Part  85,  for  all  lower  tier  trartsactions  meeting  the  threshold 
artd  tier  requirements  stated  at  Section  85.110. 

Instroctioas  for  CatiRatieti 


1.  By  signing  and  submitting  this  propos^.  the 
prosperovc  tier  parUapant  u  providing  the 
ceititicatioR  set  out  below. 

Z.  The  certification  ia  this  clause  is  a  matcfial 
Rpresenuoon  oi  faa  xipon  which  reliance  was  plaoed 
when  this  transeesoa  was  ensredinta  If  it  is  later 
dcteniuned  that  the  prospective  lower  tier  prodpant 
knowingly  rendered  an  erroneous  certification,  in 
addition  to  other  renedies  available  to  the  Fedentl 
Covenunenc  the  departme  u  or  agency  with  which 
this  transacoon  originated  may  pursue  available 
remedies.  Including  suspension  attd/or  debarmestt. 

3.  The  prospective  lower  tier  partidpant  shall  provMc 
immediate  written  notice  to  the  peison  to  which  this 
propsal  is  submirt^  if  at  anv  tune  the  prospective 
tower  tier  partidpant  leams  that  its  certification  was 
erroneous  when  submitted  or  has  become  erroneous 
by  reason  of  changed  dreumstanoes. 

4.  The  terms  ‘covered  transaction,*  “debarred," 
“suspended,*  “ioeiig^c.*  lower  tier  covered 
transaction.*  *paniapanc*  "perron,"  "primary  covered 
transaction."  pnndpai,**propsal.*and*voluncuily 
exduded."  as  used  lathis  have  the  meanings 
SCI  out  in  the  Oefinitions  and  Coverage  sections  of 
rules  implementing  Executive  Order 12549.  You  may 
contact  the  person  to  which  this  proposal  is  submitted 
for  assistance  tn  obtaining  a  copy  ot  hose  regulations. 

5.  The  prospective  lower  tier  partidpnt  agrees  by 
submitting  Dus  proposal  that  should  the  proposed 
covered  transaction  be  entered  into,  it  shall  stot 
knowingly  enter  into  any  lower  tier  covered 
transaction  with  a  perron  who  is  debarred, 
susoended.  dedared  ineligible,  or  voluntarily 
exduded  from  partidpation  in  this  covered 
transaction,  uruesi  authorised  by  the  depertment  or 
agency  with  which  this  transaction  ohginaaed. 


6.  The  prospective  bwer  tier  parodpaiu  further 
agrees  oy  suomitting  thisproposal  thatit  wiO 
indude  the  dause  titled  "Certification  Regandiag 
Debarment  Suspension.  Ineligibility,and  Voluntary 
Exdusion-ijOVRr  Tier  Coverro  Transactions,* 
without  modification,  in  all  lower  tio'  covered 
transactions  and  in  all  rolidtations  for  lower  tier 
covered  transactions. 

7.  A  partidpuit  in  a  covered  transaction  may  lefy 
upon  a  certmeation  of  a  prospective  partiripantina 
lower  tier  cevged  transaction  that  it  is  not 
debarred,  suspended,  ineligible,  or  volutuarOy 
exduded  from  the  covered  trarisaction,  unless  it 
knows  that  the  certification  is  erroneous.  A 
partiapant  may  daddc  the  method  and  frequency 
ov  whiu  it  detiermincs  the  eh'gibility  of  its 
phndpals.  Each  participant  may,  but  b  not 
required  to,  check  the  Nonprocuremeu  List. 

8.  Nothing  coiuained  in  the  foregoing  shaO  be 
construed  to  require  estabUshment  of  a  system  of 
records  in  orde  to  render  in  good  frith  the 
oertificaoon  required  by  Dus  cause.  The  knowledge 
and  information  of  a  partidpant  b  not  required  to 
exceed  that  which  b  normally  possessed  oy  a 
prudent  person  in  the  ordinary  course  of  business 
dealings. 

9.  Except  for  transactions  authorized  undo 

para  graph  5  of  these  instructions,  if  a  partidpant  in 
a  covered  transaction  knowingly  enters  into  a  lower 
tier  covered  transaction  with  a  person  who  b 
susoended.  debarred,  incligibi£  or  voluataiDy 
exduded  from  partidpation  in  Dus  transaction,  in 
addition  to  other  remedies  available  to  the  Federal 
Covemment.  the  department  or  agency  with  which 
Dus  transaction  originated  may  punuc  availabb 
remedies,  including  suspension  and  /or  debarment. 


Certification 

(1)  The  proroective  lower  tier  partidpant  certifies,  by  submission  of  this  proposal,  that  neither  it  nor  its 
principals  are  presently  deMired,  suspended,  proposed  for  debarment,  declared  ineligible,  or 
volunbrily  exduded  from  partidpation  in  this  transaction  by  any  Fedeal  department  or  agency. 

(2)  Where  the  prospective  lower  tier  p^dpant  is  unable  to  certify  to  any  of  the  statements  in  this 
certification,  such  prospective  paradpant  shall  attach  an  explanation  to  this  proposal. 


NAME  OF  APPUCANT  PR/ AWARD  NUMBER  AND/OR  PROJECT  NAME 


PRINTED  NAME  AND  TITLE  t)F  AUTHORIZED  REPRESENTATIVE 


SIGNATURE  DATE 


ED  8CWX)k  9/90  (RcpUco  CCS-009  (REV.  12/88),  which  b  ob»l«e) 
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Complete  this  form  to  disclose  lobbying  activities  pursuant  to  31  U.S.C.  13S2 
(See  reverse  for  public  burden  disclosure.) 


App«o**d  by  OmB 
OMMXm 


1.  Type  ol  Federal  Actkm: 

□  a.  contract 

b.  grant 


a.  contract 

b.  grant 

c.  cooperative  agreement 

d.  loan 

e.  loan  guarantee 

f.  loan  insurance 


2.  Status  of  Federal  Action: 

I  I  a.  bid'offer/application 
b.  Wiial  awa^ 
c  post-award 


3.  BeportTypc: 

□  a.  Initial  filing 

b.  material  change 
For  Material  Change  Only, 
year  _____  quartet 
date  of  last  report  _ 


4.  Name  and  Address  ot  Reporting  Entity 

□  Prime  □  Subawardee 

Tier _ ,  if  known: 

S.  If  Reporting  Entity  in  Na  4  is  Subawardee.  Enter  Name 
and  Address  of  Prime: 

Congressional  Oisirict,  if  known: 

Congressional  District,  H  known: 

b.  Federal  Departmeirl  Agency 

7.  Federal  Program  Name'Descriplion: 

CFDA  Number,  rf  aoDlKable: 

8.  Federal  Action  Number,  if  known: 

9.  Award  Amount,  if  known: 

i 

to.  a.  Name  and  Address  ol  Lobbying  Entity 

(if  individual,  fast  name,  first  ntme,  Ml): 

b.  Individuals  Performing  Services  Uncloding  address  </ 
different  from  No.  tOaJ 
(fast  name,  first  name,  Mth 

U^»c^  Cc'^ri'TyofiCWT  S.^ee^; s,' S/*Ui*A  ^Bcessj-r  ’ 

11.  Amount  of  Payment  (check  aW  thif  ippfyt: 

13.  Type  ol  Paymenf  (check  all  that  appfy): 

S  □  actual  □  olanned 

□  a.  retainer 

□  b  one-time  fee 

12.  Form  of  Payment  (check  a//  thai  apply): 

□  a.  cash 

□  b.  in-kind,  soecifv:  nature 

value 

□  c  commission 

□  d  contingent  fee 

□  e.  deferred 

□  f.  other  soecifv; 

14.  Brief  Description  ot  Services  Performed  or  to  be  Performed  and  Oalets)  of  Service,  including  officerls).  cmployeets), 
or  Members)  contacted,  for  Payment  Indicated  in  hem  It: 


15.  Continuation  SheeltsI  SF-Ul-A  attached:  □  Yes 


IhiB  term  ft  awthoriutf  by  U-l-C 

•ftcltOA  11&2  Thm  drs£l9SMr»  ol  actmifti  ft  •  iftBitftal  npFi>»wuftoFY 

€0  tact  mm  yliod  by  IW*  4bOT<  iHtB 

UftYftftTUftA  mm  9  910  Jhm  btsdowr*  ft  fvqurtd  lo 

use  tSU  Thft  Mwmftuoft  «nB  W  iftpePi«d  to  tfift  Cfwyft  rnrnm 
aPvAbab>  m4i  bo  crWAbAt  lar  pwbU  OftfoctJon  Anyt  pofW  otto  luH  lo 
i*»  dio  Fo^aMfftd  drwkouiFft  #h«i  bo  tubfKt  to  0  #  Fio>  Im 

ITC.OOC  BAd  not  MOPV  tfMA  ftOOdOO  loF  ood)  sud)  taisTO- 


Sigtulurr  _ 

Print  hiame:  _ 

Title  _ 

TelcpHone  No.:. 


federal  Use  Only 


Autborliad  ter  UcjI  aae»v4«»cl»n 
S(mi4m4  fmrm  •  U1 
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INSTRUCTIONS  FOR  COMPtEHON  OF  SF4J1,  DISCLOSURE  OF  LOBRYINC  ACTIVITIES 

Thrt  disclosure  form  shall  be  completed  by  the  reportinf  entity,  whether  tubawardee  or  prime  Federal  redpient  at  the 
■'nidation  or  receipt  ^  a  cowered  Federal  acdon.  or  a  material  change  to  a  previous  filing  punuant  to  btlc  31  U.S.C 
section  tlSl  The  Sing  ol  a  lomt  it  required  for  each  payment  or  agreement  to  make  payment  to  any  lobhying  cmity  for 
influencing  or  attempting  to  influence  an  officer  or  employee  of  any  ageiKy.  a  Member  of  Congress,  an  officer  or 
employee  of  Congress,  or  an  employee  of  a  Member  of  Congress  in  connection  with  a  covered  Federal  action.  Use  the 
SF-LLL-a  Condnuaoon  Sheet  for  addib'orsal  informabon  if  the  space  on  the  form  is  inadequate.  Complete  all  Hems  that 
apply  for  both  the  inibai  filing  artd  material  change  report.  Refer  to  the  implementing  guidance  published  by  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  for  addibonal  informabon. 

1.  Identify  the  type  of  covered  Federal  acbon  for  which  lobbying  activity  is  andfor  has  been  secured  to  influence  the 
outcome  of  a  covered  Federal  acboru 

2.  Icendfy  the  status  of  the  covered  Federal  acboru 

3.  Identify  the  apprephate  dassifleabon  of  this  report,  if  this  is  a  followup  report  caused  by  a  material  change  to  the 
information  previously  reported,  enter  the  year  and  quarter  in  which  the  change  occurred.  Enter  the  date  of  the  last 
previously  submined  report  by  this  reporbng  cnbty  for  this  covered  Federal  acbon. 

4.  Enter  the  Ml  name,  address,  chy,  state  artd  dp  code  of  the  reporting  entity.  Indude  Congressional  District,  if 
known.  Check  the  appropriate  daspfication  of  the  reporting  entity  that  designates  if  H  is.  or  expects  lo  be.  a  prime 
or  subaward  redpient.  Identify  the  tier  of  the  stibawardee.  c.g^  the  first  subawardee  of  the  prime  is  tfie  1st  tier. 
Subawards  indude  but  are  not  limited  to  subcontracts,  subgrants  and  contract  awards  under  grants. 

5.  If  the  orgarttzabon  iH/ng  the  report  in  item  4  checks  "Subawardee**,  then  enter  the  full  name,  address,  dty,  state  and 
zip  code  of  the  prime  Federal  redpient  Indude  Congressional  District  H  krmwn. 

6.  Enter  the  name  of  the  Federal  agency  making  the  award  or  loan  commitment.  Include  at  least  one  organizational 
level  below  agency  name,  if  known.  For  example.  Department  of  Transporubon,  United  States  Coast  Ciard. 

7.  Enter  the  Federal  program  name  or  description  for  the  covered  Federal  action  (Hem  1).  If  known,  enter  the  full 
Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  (CFDA)  number  for  grants,  cooperative  agreements,  loarts,  and  loan 
commitments. 

I.  Enter  the  most  appropriate  Federal  identifying  number  available  for  the  Federal  acbon  idenbfied  in  Hem  1  (e.g.. 
Reouest  for  Proposal  (RFF)  number;  Invitation  for  Bid  (IFB)  number  grant  announcement  number  the  contract 
grant,  or  loan  award  number  the  applicaborvproposal  control  number  assigned  by  the  Federal  agency).  Indude 
prefixes,  e.g,  "RFP*OE*90-001." 

9.  For  a  covered  Federal  action  where  there  has  been  an  award  or  loan  commitment  by  the  Federal  agency,  enter  the 
Federal  amount  of  the  awardloan  commitment  for  the  prime  enbty  idenbfied  in  item  4  or  5. 

10.  (a)  Enter  the  full  name,  address,  dty,  state  and  zip  code  of  the  lobbying  enbty  engaged  by  the  reperting  entity 

identified  in  item  4  to  influence  the  covered  Federal  action. 

(b)Enter  the  full  names  of  the  indtviduaKs)  perfarming  services,  and  indude  full  address  if  different  from  10  (a). 

Enter  Last  .Name.  First  Name,  and  Middle  inHiai  (A4I). 

11.  Enter  the  amount  of  compensation  paid  or  reasonably  expected  to  be  paid  by  the  reporting  entity  (item  4)  to  the 
lobbying  entity  (item  10).  Indicate  whether  the  payment  )m  been  made  (actual)  or  will  be  made  (planrted).  Check 
ail  boxes  that  apply.  If  this  is  a  material  change  report,  eruer  the  cumulative  amount  of  payment  ntade  or  planned 
to  be  made. 

12.  Check  the  appropriate  box(es).  Check  all  boxes  that  apply.  If  payment  is  made  through  an  in4und  contribution, 
specify  the  nature  and  value  of  the  in>kind  payment. 

13.  Check  the  appropriate  box(es).  Check  all  boxes  that  apply.  If  other,  specify  nature. 

14.  Provide  a  spedfic  and  detailed  description  of  the  services  that  the  lobbyist  has  performed,  or  will  be  expected  to 
perform,  and  the  date<t)  of  any  services  rendered.  Indude  all  preparatory  and  related  activity,  not  just  time  spent  in 
actual  contact  with  F^eral  officials.  Identify  the  Federal  offidaKs)  or  cmployeeis)  contacted  or  the  officeKs), 
employee(s),  or  MembeKs)  of  Congress  that  were  conucted. 

15.  Check  whether  or  not  a  SF>U1*A  Continuation  Sheetis)  b  attached. 

16.  The  certifying  offidal  shall  sign  and  date  the  form,  print  his/her  'lamc.  title.  ar>d  telephone  number. 


Public  fTporeng  burden  for  dtii  collccoon  of  information  ■  estimated  to  averx|C  30  mimucs  per  resporac.  indudirtg  time  for  revwwing 
•nrtrucoont.  Mvching  cutting  dm  sources,  gathering  tnd  maintaining  the  daa  ncedad.  artd  completing  and  irrievnng  the  collection  of 
mlormtoon.  Send  commeno  reganfing  the  burden  ctomaae  or  arry  other  aspect  of  this  collection  of  inlormaooiv  including  tuggcitions 
for  reducing  this  burden,  to  ihe  Office  of  Martagcmcnt  and  Budget.  Paperw^  Reduction  Preicct  (03444044).  Washington.  O.C  20503- 
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IMPORTANT  NOTICE 
TO  PROSPECTIVE  PARTICIPANTS 
LN  U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 
CONTRACT  AND  GRANT  PROGRAMS 

GRANTS 

Applicants  for  grants  from  the  y.S.  Department  of  Education  (ED)  have  to  compete  for  tiaitad  finds. 

Deadlines  assure  all  applicants  that  they  will  be  treated  fairly  and  equally,  without  last  ■iruta  haste. 

for  these  reasons.  ES  Bust  set  strict  deadlines  for  grant  applications.  Prospective  applicants  can  avoid 
disappointment  if  they  understand  that** 


failure  to  meet  a  deadline  will  mean  that  an  applicant  will  be 
rejected  without  any  consideration  whatever. 

The  rules,  including  the  deadline,  for  applying  for  each  grant  ara  published,  irdividual ly,  in  the  federal 
Register.  A  one-year  subscription  to  the  Register  may  be  obtained  by  sending  iS40.00  to  Superintendent  of 
fcociments,  U.S.  Covennieent  Printing  Office,  Washington,  O.C.  20402-9371.  (Send  check  or  money  order  only,  no 
cash  or  stamps.) 

The  instructions  in  the  federal  register  must  be  followed  exactly.  Do  not  accept  any  other  advice  you  may 
receive.  Ho  ED  employee  is  authorized  to  extend  any  deadline  piijlished  in  the  Register. 

Cuestions  regarding  submission  of  applications  may  be  addressed  to: 

U.S.  Departme.nt  of  Education 
Application  Control  Center 
Washington,  DC  20202*4723 

CONTRACTS 


Competitive  procurement  actions  indertaken  by  the  EO  are  governed  by  the  federal  Procurement  Regulation  and 
implecenting  EO  Procurement  Regulation. 

Generally,  prospective  conpetitive  procurement  actions  arc  synepsized  in  the  Conmerce  Easiness  Daily  (CSD). 
Prospective  offerors  arc  therein  advised  of  the  nature  of  the  procurement  and  where  to  apply  for  copies  of  the 
Request  for  Proposal  (RfP). 

Offerors  are  advised  to  be  guided  solely  by  the  contents  of  the  CBD  syrpopsis  and  the  instructions  contained  in 
the  RfP.  Ouestions  regarding  the  submission  of  offers  should  be  addressed  to  the  Contracts  Specialist 
identified  on  the  face  page  of  the  RfP. 

Offers  ere  judged  in  competition  with  others,  end  failure  to  conform  with  any  substantive  requirement  of  the 
RfP  will  result  in  rejection  of  the  offer  without  any  cortsideration  whatsoever. 

Do  not  accept  any  advice  you  receive  that  is  contrary  to  instructions  contained  in  cither  the  C&D  synepsis  or 
the  RfP.  Ho  EO  employee  is  authorized  to  consider  a  proposal  which  it  rwn* responsive  to  the  RfP. 

A  subscription  to  the  CEO  is  available  for  $208.00  per  year  via  second  class  mailing  or  $261.00  per  year  via 
first  class  mailing.  Information  included  in  the  Federal  Acquisition  Regulation  i a  contained  in  Title  48, 

Code  of  federal  Regulations,  Chapter  ).  The  foregoing  publication  may  be  obtained  by  sending  your 

check  or  money  order  only,  no  cash  or  stamps,  to: 

Superintendent  of  Doctnenls 
U.S.  Government  Printing  Office 
Washington,  OC  20402-9371 

)n  an  effort  to  be  certain  this  important  information  is  widely  disseminated,  this  notice  is  being  included  in 
all  ED  mail  to  the  public.  You  may,  therefore,  receive  more  then  one  notice.  If  you  do,  we  apologize  for  any 
annoyance  it  may  cause  you. 

EO  FORM  5348  8/92  REPU-ES  EO  FORM  5348  6/76  WHICH  IS  OBSOLETE 


BilUtUG  CODE  4000-tn-C 
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Appendix  B 

Potential  applicants  frequently  direct 
questions  to  officials  of  the  Department 
regarding  application  notices  and 
programmatic  and  administrative 
regulations  governing  various  direct 
grant  programs.  To  assist  potential 
applicants,  the  Department  has 
assembled  the  following  most 
commonly  asked  questions  followed  by 
the  Department’s  answers. 

Q.  Can  w'e  get  an  extension  of  the 
deadline? 

A.  No.  A  closing  date  may  be  changed 
only  under  extraordinary  circumstances. 
Any  change  must  be  announced  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  must  apply  to  all 
applications.  Waivers  for  individual 
applications  cannot  be  granted 
regardless  of  the  circumstances. 

Q.  How  many  copies  of  the 
application  should  I  submit  and  must 
they  be  bound? 

A.  Our  new  policy  calls  for  an  original 
and  six  copies  to  be  submitted.  The 
binding  of  applications  is  optional. 

Q.  We  just  missed  the  deadline  for  the 
XXX  competition.  May  we  submit  under 
another  competition? 

A.  Yes,  however,  the  likelihood  of 
success  is  not  good.  A  properly 
prepared  application  must  meet  the 
specifications  of  the  competition  to 
which  it  is  submitted. 

Q.  I’m  not  sure  which  competition  is 
most  appropriate  for  my  project.  What 
should  I  do? 

A.  We  are  happy  to  discuss  any  such 
questions  wnth  you  and  provide 
clarification  on  the  unique  elements  of 
the  various  competitions. 

Q.  Will  you  help  us  prepare  our 
application? 

A.  We  are  happy  to  provide  general 
program  information.  Clearly,  it  would 
not  be  appropriate  for  staff  to  participate 
in  the  actual  writing  of  an  application, 
but  we  can  respond  to  specific  questions 
about  application  requirements, 
evaluation  criteria,  and  the  priorities. 
Applicants  should  understand, 
however,  that  prior  contact  with  the 
Department  is  not  required,  nor  will  it 
in  any  way  influence  the  success  of  an 
application. 

Q.  When  will  I  find  out  if  I’m  going 
to  be  funded? 

A.  You  can  expect  to  receive 
notification  within  3  to  4  months  of  tiie 
application  closing  date,  depending  on 


the  number  of  applications  received  and 
the  number  of  Elepartment  competitions 
with  similar  closing  dates. 

Q.  Once  my  application  has  been 
reviewed  by  the  review  panel,  can  you 
tell  me  the  outcome? 

A.  No.  Every  year  we  are  called  by  a 
number  of  applicants  who  have  a 
legitimate  reasons  for  needing  to  know 
the  outcome  of  the  panel  review  prior  to 
official  notification.  Some  applicants 
need  to  make  job  decisions,  some  need 
to  notify  a  local  school  district,  etc. 
Regardless  of  the  reason,  because  final 
funding  decisions  have  not  been  made 
at  that  point,  we  cannot  share 
information  about  the  results  of  panel 
review  with  anyone. 

Q.  Will  my  application  be  returned  if 
1  am  not  funded? 

A.  No.  We  no  longer  return 
unsuccessful  applications. 

Thus,  applicants  should  retain  at  least 
one  copy  of  the  application. 

Q.  Can  I  obtain  copies  of  reviewers’ 
comments? 

A.  Upon  written  request,  reviewers’ 
comments  will  be  mailed  to 
unsuccessful  applicants. 

Q.  Is  travel  allowed  under  these 
projects? 

A.  Travel  associated  with  carrying  out 
the  project  is  allowed.  Because  we  may 
request  the  project  director  of  funded 
projects  to  attend  an  annual  project 
directors’  meeting,  you  may  also  wish  to 
include  a  trip  or  two  to  Washington,  DC 
in  the  travel  budget.  Travel  to 
conferences  is  sometimes  allowed  when 
the  purpose  of  the  conference  will  be  of 
benefit  and  relates  to  the  project. 

Q.  If  my  application  receives  high 
scores  from  the  reviewers,  does  that 
mean  that  I  will  receive  funding? 

A.  Not  necessarily.  It  is  often  the  case 
that  the  number  of  applications  scored 
highly  by  the  reviewers  exceeds  the 
dollars  available  for  funding  projects 
under  a  particular  competition.  'The 
order  of  selection,  which  is  based  on  the 
scores  of  all  the  applications  reviewed 
and  other  relevant  factors,  determines 
the  applications  that  can  be  funded. 

Q.  What  happens  during  negotiations? 

A.  During  negotiations  technical  and 
budget  issues  may  be  raised.  These  are 
issues  that  have  been  identified  during 
the  panel  and  staff  reviews  that  require 
clarification.  Sometimes  issues  are 
stated  as  “conditions.” 


These  are  issues  that  have  been 
identified  as  so  critical  that  the  award 
cannot  be  made  unless  those  conditions 
are  met.  Questions  may  also  be  raised 
about  thfe  proposed  budget.  Generally, 
these  issues  are  raised  because  an 
application  contains  inadequate 
justification  or  explanation  of  a 
particular  budget  item,  or  because  the 
budget  item  seems  unimportant  to  the 
successful  completion  of  the  project.  If 
you  are  asked  to  make  changes  that  you 
feel  could  seriously  affect  the  project’s 
success,  you  may  provide  reasons  for 
not  making  the  changes  or  provide 
alternative  suggestions.  Similarly,  if 
proposed  budget  reductions  will,  in 
your  opinion,  seriously  affect  the  project 
activities,  you  may  explain  why  and 
provide  additional  justification  for  the 
proposed  expenses.  An  award  cannot  be 
made  until  all  issues  under  negotiation 
have  been  resolved. 

Q.  How  do  I  provide  an  assurance? 

A.  Except  for  SF-424B, 

“Assurances — Non-Construction 
Programs,”  you  may  provide  an 
as.surance  simply  by  stating  in  writing 
that  you  are  meeting  a  prescribed 
requirement. 

Q.  Where  can  copies  of  the  Federal 
Register,  program  regulations,  and 
Federal  statutes  be  obtained? 

A.  Copies  of  these  materials  can 
usually  be  found  at  your  local  library.  If 
not,  they  can  be  obtained  from  the 
Government  Printing  Office  by  writing 
to  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  DC  20402.  Telephone: 

(202)  708-8228.  When  requesting  copies 
of  regulations  or  statutes,  it  is  helpful  to 
use  the  specific  name  or  public  law, 
number  of  a  statute,  or  part  number  of 
a  regulation.  The  material  referenced  in 
this  notice  should  be  referred  to  as 
follows: 

(1)  The  Carl  D.  Perkins  Vocational  and 
Applied  Technology  Education  Act 
(Pub.  L.  101-302). 

(2)  Education  Department  General 
Administrative  Regulations,  34  CFR 
parts  74.  75.  77,  79,  90.  81,  82.  and  85. 

(3)  34  CFR  part  401  (Indian 
Vocational  Education  Program)  as 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  14. 1992  (57  FR  36730). 

|FR  Doc.  94-12751  Filed  5-25-94;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 

Intent  To  Repay  to  the  New  Jersey 
Department  of  Labor,  Division  of 
Vocational  Rehabilitation  Services 
(DOUDVRS),  Funds  Recovered  as  a 
Result  of  a  Final  Audit  Determination 

AGENCY:  Education. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  award 
grantback  funds. 

SUMMARY:  Under  Section  459  of  the 
General  Education  Provisions  Act 
(GEPA),  20  U.S.C  1234h  (1990),  the  U.S. 
Secretary  of  Education  (Secretary) 
intends  to  repay  to  the  New  Jersey 
Department  of  Labor,  Division  of 
Vocational  Rehabilitation  Services 
(State  agency),  under  a  grantback 
arrangemei>t,  an  amount  equal  to  75 
percent  of  the  funds  recovered  by  the 
Department  of  Education  (Department) 
as  a  result  of  a  final  action  taken  by  the 
Department  on  February  11, 1993,  on  an 
audit  determination.  This  notice 
describes  the  State  agency’s  plans  for 
the  use  of  the  repaid  funds  and  the 
terms  and  conditions  under  which  the 
Secretary  intends  to  make  these  funds 
available  to  the  State  agency.  This 
notice  invites  comments  on  the 
proposed  grantback. 

CATES:  All  comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  June  27, 1994. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  concerning  the 
grantback  should  be  addressed  to  Peg 
Covello,  U.S.  Department  of  Education, 
400  Maryland  Avenue  SVV.,  room  3222, 
Switzer  Building,  Washington.  DC 
20202-2735. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Peg 
Covello.  Telephone;  (202)  205-5539. 
Individuals  who  use  a 
telecommunications  device  for  the  deaf 
(TDD)  may  call  the  Federal  Information 
Relay  Service  (FIRS)  at  1-800-877-8339 
between  8  a.m.  and  8  p.m.,  Eastern  time, 
Monday  through  Friday. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION 

A.  Background 

The  Department  has  recovered 
$627,778  from  the  New  Jersey 
Department  of  Labor,  Division  of 
Vocational  Rehabilitation  Services,  in 
response  to  a  claim  arising  ft’om  an 
audit  conducted  by  the  Department's 
Office  of  Inspector  General  (OIG).  The 
audit  covered  Federal  fiscal  years  (FYs) 
1989, 1990,  and  1991. 

The  claim  involved  the  State  agency’s 
administration  of  The  State  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Services  Program  under 
Title  I  of  the  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973, 
as  amended.  The  final  audit 
determination  of  the  Regional 
Commissioner,  which  was  issued  on 


August  19, 1992,  found  that  during  FYs 
1989, 1990,  and  1991  the  State  agency 
had  violated  the  regulatory 
requirements  in  34  CFR  361.44. 
including  its  assurance  in  section  8.9  of 
the  approved  State  Plan,  concerning  the 
procedures  for  authorizing  client 
services.  The  OIG  found  instances  in 
which  the  agency  charged  to  one 
Federal  fiscal  year  the  costs  of  client 
services  that  had  been  initiated  or 
completed  in  the  prior  Federal  fiscal 
year  by  deferring  the  issuance  of  the 
agency’s  authorization  form.  As  a  result 
of  these  violations,  the  State  agency  had 
charged  expenditures  to  the  wrong 
Federal  fiscal  years,  thereby  failing  to 
preserve  the  integrity  of  Federal 
accountability  requirements.  The  final 
determination  sought  the  recovery  of 
$2,176,802  from  the  State  agency. 

The  State  agency  appealed  the 
Regional  Commissioner’s  determination 
to  the  Department’s  Office  of 
Administrative  Law  Judges  (OALJ) 
(Application  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey 
Department  of  Labor:  Docket  No.  92- 
103-R)  on  September  21, 1992.  In  a 
Joint  Notice  of  Reduction  of  Claim  and 
Motion  to  Dismiss,  filed  with  the  OALJ 
on  February  11. 1993,  both  pjarties 
agreed  that,  based  upon  an  analysis  of 
all  the  evidence  in  the  case,  the  amount 
of  the  disallowance  should  be  reduced 
to  $627,778.  The  notice  also  certified 
that  the  State  agency  had  returned  the 
$627,778  to  the  Department  on  January 
22. 1993.  On  February  18, 1993,  the 
OALJ  dismissed  the  case. 

New  Jersey  DOL/DVRS  has  submitted 
a  request  for  a  grantback  of  $470,833  (75 
percent)  of  the  $627,778  recovered  by 
the  Department  of  Education.  In  its 
request,  DOL/DVRS  provided 
documentation  of  the  actions  taken  to 
correct  the  practices  of  the  State  agency 
that  resulted  in  the  final  audit 
determination. 

Following  the  audit,  the  State  agency 
issued  a  new  policy  directive  to  field 
staff  on  the  procedures  for  authorizing 
and  approving  client  services.  The 
purpose  of  the  new  directive  was  to 
prevent  charging  case  service 
expenditures  to  the  wrong  Federal  fiscal 
years.  A  subsequent  site  review  of  the 
State  agency  by  the  Department  resulted 
in  the  agency  strengthening  further  its 
policies  governing  the  procedures  for 
case  service  authorizations. 

B.  Authority  for  Awarding  a  Grantback 
Section  459(a)  of  GEPA,  20  U.S.C. 
1234h(a),  provides  that,  whenever  the 
Secretary  has  recovered  funds  following 
a  final  audit  determination  with  respect 
to  an  applicable  program,  the  Secretary' 
may  consider  those  funds  to  be 
additional  funds  available  for  that 


program  and  may  arrange  to  repay  to  the 
State  agency  affected  by  that 
determination  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
75  percent  of  the  recovered  funds.  The 
Secretary  may  enter  into  this  so-called 
“grantback”  arrangement  if  the 
Secretary  determines  that — 

(a)  The  practices  and  procedures  of 
the  State  agency  that  resulted  in  the 
final  audit  determination  have  been 
corrected  and  the  State  agency  is.  in  all 
other  respects,  in  compliance  wdth 
requirements  of  the  applicable  program; 

(b)  The  State  agency  nas  submitted  to 
the  Secretary  a  plan  for  the  use  of  the 
funds  to  be  awarded  under  the 
grantback  arrangement  that  meets  the 
requirements  of  the  program  and,  to  the 
extent  possible,  benefits  the  population 
that  was  affected  by  the  failure  to 
comply  or  by  the  misexpenditures  that 
resulted  in  the  audit  exception:  and 

(c)  The  use  of  funds  to  be  awarded 
under  the  grantback  arrangement  in 
accordance  with  the  State  agency’s  plan 
would  serve  to  achieve  the  purposes  of 
the  prografn  under  which  funds  were 
originally  granted. 

C.  Plan  for  Use  of  Funds  Awarded 
Under  a  Grantback  Arrangement 

In  its  December  13, 1993,  request  for 
a  grantback,  the  State  agency  submitted 
a  plan,  in  accordance  with  section 
459(a)(2)  of  GEPA,  for  the  proposed  use 
of  the  requested  funds.  In  its  plan,  the 
State  proposes  to  use  the  grantback  of 
$470,833  plus  the  required  State 
matching  funds  in  the  amount  of 
$127,430  to  supplement  current 
program  services  to  eligible  individuals 
with  disabilities  under  The  State 
Vocational  Rehabilitation  Services 
Program.  The  grantback  and  State 
matching  funds  would  he  used  to 
provide  time-limited  employment  site 
joh  coaching  and  support  services 
through  traditional  community 
rehabilitation  programs  to  increase  the 
number  of  competitive  placements  in 
integrated  settings  made  by  these 
traditional  programs. 

There  are  currently  32  traditional 
programs  that  are  CARF  (Council  on 
Accreditation  of  Rehabilitation 
Facilities)  accredited  and  approved  to 
provide  work  adjustment  training  and 
extended  employment  to  DOL/DVRS. 
These  traditional  programs,  also  knowm 
as  sheltered  workshops,  most  frequently 
serve  individuals  with  the  most  severe 
disabilities.  In  the  majority  of  the  cases, 
these  individuals  are  rehabilitated  as 
extended  employees  of  the  programs. 
According  to  the  agency,  402 
individuals  were  placed  in  competitive 
work  in  integrated  settings  during  or  at 
the  conclusion  of  work  adjustment 
^  training  in  FY  1993.  By  initiating  time- 
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limited  employment  site  job  coaching 
and  support  services  through  these 
programs,  DOL/DVRS  expects 
placements  in  competitive  work  in 
integrated  settings  to  increase  by  at  least 
10  percent  in  both  FY  1995  and  FY  1996 
compared  to  the  number  placed  in  FY 
1993. 

Initiatives  facilitating  placements  of 
individuals  with  disabilities  in 
competitive  work  in  integrated  work 
settings  were  identified  as  needs  during 
public  hearings  concerning  the 
reauthorization  of  the  Rehabilitation  Act 
and  DOL/DVRS’  State  and  Strategic 
Plans. 

D.  The  Secretary’s  Determinations 

The  Secretary'  has  reviewed  the  State 
agency’s  request  for  the  repayment  of 
funds,  the  State  agency’s  plan  (as 
outlined  in  section  C  of  this  notice),  and 
other  information  submitted  by  the  State 
agency.  Based  upon  that  review,  the 
Secretary  has  determined  that  the 
conditions  contained  in  section  459  of 
GEPA  have  been  met.  This 
determination  is  based  upon  the  best 
information  available  to  the  Secretary  at 
the  present  time.  If  this  information  is, 
at  a  later  date,  discovered  to  have  been 
inaccurate  or  incomplete,  the  Secretary 
will  not  be  precluded  from  taking 
appropriate  administrative  action  at  that 
time.  On  finding  that  the  conditions  of 
section  459  of  GEPA  have  been  met,  the 
Secretary  makes  no  determination 
concerning  any  pending  audit 
recommendation  or  final  audit 
determination. 

-  E.  Notice  of  the  Secretary’s  Intent  To 
Enter  Into  a  Grantback  Arrangement 

Section  459(d)  of  GEPA  requires  that, 
at  least  30  days  prior  to  entering  into  an 
arrangement  to  award  funds  under  a 


grantback,  the  Secretary  publish  in  the 
Federal  Register  a  notice  of  intent  to  do 
so,  and  the  terms  and  conditions  under 
which  the  payment  will  be  made. 

In  accoraance  with  section  459(d)  of 
GEPA,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Secretary  intends  to  make  funds 
available  to  the  New  Jersey  Department 
of  Labor,  Division  of  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Services,  under  a 
grantback  arrangement,  as  authorized  by 
section  459.  The  grantback  award  will 
be  in  the  amount  of  $470,833.  This 
amount  is  75  percent — the  maximum 
percentage  authorized  by  section  459 — 
of  the  amount  of  funds  recovered  by  the 
Department.  The  Secretary’s  intent  to 
award  the  maximum  amount  of 
grantback  funds  possible  under  section 
459  is  based  upon  the  determination 
outlined  in  section  D  of  this  notice. 

F.  Terms  and  Conditions  Under  Which 
Payments  Under  a  Grantback 
Arrangement  Will  Be  Made 

The  State  agency  agrees  to  comply 
with  the  following  terms  and  conditions 
under  which  payments  under  a 
grantback  arrangement  will  be  made; 

(a)  The  funds  awarded  under  the 
grantback  and  the  required  State 
matching  funds  must  be  expended  in 
accordance  with — 

(1)  All  applicable  statutory  and 
regulatory  requirements  of  the  Title  I, 
State  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Services 
Program  including  those  provisions 
relating  to  an  order  of  selection  if  such 
an  order  is  in  effect  during  the  grantback 
period: 

(2)  The  plan  and  the  request  for  the 
grantback  that  were  submitted  on 
December  13, 1993,  and  any  other 
amendments  to  that  plan  that  are 
approved  in  advance  of  the  grantback 
award  by  the  Secretary;  and 


(3)  The  budget  that  was  submitted 
with  the  plan  and  any  amendments  to 
the  budget  that  are  approved  in  advance 
by  the  Secretary. 

(b)  Pursuant  to  section  459(c)  of 
GEPA,  all  funds  received  under  this 
grantback  arrangement  must  be 
obligated  not  later  than  September  30, 
1996. 

(c)  The  State  agency  must,  not  later 
than  January  1, 1995,  January  1, 1996, 
and  January  1, 1997,  submit  reports  to 
the  Secretary  that — 

(1)  Indicate  how  the  funds  awarded 
under  the  grantback  and  the  State 
matching  funds  have  been  expended  in 
accordance  with  the  proposed  plan;  and 

(2)  Describe  the  results  and 
effectiveness  of  the  project  for  which  the 
funds  were  expended. 

(d)  The  State  matching  funds 
expended  under  the  grantback 
arrangement  will  be  counted  for 
maintenance  of  effort  purposes  under 
the  Title  I  State  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Services  Program. 

(e)  Separate  accounting  records  must 
be  maintained  documenting  the 
expenditure  of  all  funds  under  the 
grantback  arrangement. 

(f)  Before  funds  will  be  repaid 
pursuant  to  this  notice,  the  State  agency 
must  repay  to  the  Department  any  debts 
that  become  overdue  or  enter  into  a 
repayiqent  agreement  for  those  debts. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  64.126,  Rehabilitation  Services — 
Basic  Support) 

Dated;  May  23. 1994. 

Andrew  J.  Pepin, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary,  for  Special 
Education  and  Rehabilitative  Serv  ices. 
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